are  the  body  of  Chriut^mnd  member 9  in  fiar/ieular*^ 

1  Cof,  xu.^7.  ^ 

From  the  proofs  and  illustrations  already  snbmitteil 
relative  to  the  doctrine  of  the  mystical  unioti,  it  will  at 
once  appear,  that  a  correct  answer  to  the  inquiry.  Are 
you  or  are  you  not  a  member  of ‘‘the  body  ofChrist?**  de¬ 
cides  at  once  what  is  a  man*s  present  standing  in  the  aiglit 
of  God.  Christ’s  church  is  his  body;^  there  cah  be  110 
such  thing  as  living  Christianity  but  in  cotinezion  with 
his  body;  Tor  it  has  been  abundantly  shewn  that  thai 
connexion  is  the  alpha  and  pmega  of  every  thing  be- ' 
longing  to  Christian  light  and  life:  coiisequctitly,  eve¬ 
ry  member  of  the  Church  visible  of  Christ,  every  per¬ 
son  who  prpfesses  himself  a  Christian,  is  professedly 
a  membej*  of  the  body  of  Christ.  He  may  not  be  so  ia 
fact;  you  may  not  be  bound  to  recognize  his  claim;  but 
still  that  is  the  amount  of  such  profession.  The  wboio 
church  visible  on  earth  is  professedly  (in  connexiens 
with  departed  saints)  ‘Hhe  body  of  Christ;”  and  there¬ 
fore  every  one  who  occupies  the  station  of  a  naember 
of  the  church,  avows  his  relation  as  a  member  of 
Christ. 

-  Upon  this  ground,  then,  we  adopt,  as  our  first  re. 
suit,  the  words  of  a  well  known  and  justly  admired 
composition,  commonly  received  among  the  churchfiy 
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M  rcKqiics,  but  •  lying  #bottt  disregarded  by  the  present  ihbabj. 
tants,  as  antiquities  with  whose  original  use' they  were  unac. 
qaainted..  From  their  appearance,  and  the  number  of  them,  it 
was  quite  clear  that  a  practice  of  keeping  water  in  lai  ire  itont 
pots,  each  .holding  from  18  to  27  gallons,  was- once  co^onin 
this  country  .”  p.  445. 

vThe  next  spot  that  presents  itself  Is  the  lake  of 
Gennesareth,  which  has  been  too  often  the'  scene  of 
Christian  cuntempl-ation  to  suffer  us  to  pass  by  it. 

^The  lake  now  con in'view  upon  our  left.  The  wind 
rendered  its- surface  rough*,  and  called' to  mji id  the  situation  of 
Ofur.  Saviour’s  diseiplesv  wfien,  in  one  of  the  small  vessels  which 
tn^verse  these  waters,  tliey  were  tossed  in  a  storm,  and  saw  Je¬ 
sus,  in  the  fourth  watch  cif  the  night,  walking  to  them  upon  the 
waves.  Often  air  this  object  has  been  palnti:;,d,  combining  a  nuirt- 
her  of  circumstanees  adaptedfor  the  represenlaiion  of  sublimity, 
AO  artist  has  been  awai'e  of  the  uncominon  grandeur  of  the  scene¬ 
ry  memorahie  on  account  of  tlie  transaction.-  The  lake  f  Gen- 
h^sareth  is  surrounded  by  objects  well  calculated  to  heighten  the 
'  solemn  impression  made  by  such  a  picture/  and,*  independent  of 
the  I'.jcal  feelings  likely  to  be  excited  in  its  contemplation,  affords 
one  of  tiie  most  striking  prospects  in- the  Holy  Laud.  It  is  by 
.comparison  alone, that  any  due  conception  of  the  appearance  it 
presents  can  be  conveyed  to  the  minds  of  those  who  have  not  seen 
iti  and  speaking  of  it  comparatively,  it  may  be  described  as  longer 
and  ^er  than  any  of  our  Cumberlund  and  Westmoreland  lakes, 
although  ^rhaps  it  yields  in  majesty  to  the  stupendous  features 
of  Loch  Lomond  in  ScoUand. .  It  does  not  possess  the  vastness  of 
the  Lake  of  Geneva^  although  itmuch  resembles  it  in  .particular 
points  of  view.-  The  lake  ot  Locarno  in  Italy  comes  nearest  to 
it  in  point  of  picturesque  beauty,  although  it  is  destitute  of  any 
thing' similar  ti)  the  islands  by  which  that  majestic  piece  of  water 
is  an^^d.  ft  is  inferior  in  magnitude^  and  perhaps  in  the  height 
of  its  suiTounding  mountains,  to  the  lake  Asphaltites/  but  its 
broad  and  extended  surface,  covering  the  bottom  of  a  profound 
valley,  environed  by  lofty  and  precipitous  eminences,  added  to  the 
impreesron  of  a  certain  reverential  awe,  under  which  every 
tian  pilgrim  approaches  it*  give  it  a  character  of  dignity  unpariw* 
leled  by  any  similar  scenery*”  p.  461. 

7to  be  caniinuedi^ 


X. 


RESULTS.  " 

“Ftf  are  the  body  of  Chriut^and  membere  in  fiarticular*^ 

1  Cof.  xii.^T.  ‘ 

From  the  proofs  and  illustrations  already  submitted 
relative  to  the  doctrine  of  the  mystical  union,  it  will  at 
oace  appear,  that  a  correct  answer  to  the  inquiry.  Are 
you  or  are  you  not  a  member  of ‘^thc  body  of  Christ?**  de¬ 
cides  at  oncewhatis  a  man*s  present  standing  in  the  tight 
of  God.  Christ’s  church  is  his  body;^  there  can  be  no 
such  thing  as  living  Christianity  but  in  connexion  with 
his  body;  Tor  it  has  been  abund&ntly  shewn  that  thai 
connexion  is  the  alpha  and  omega  of  every  thing  be¬ 
longing  to  Christian  light  and  life:  consequently,  eve¬ 
ry  member  of  the  Church  visible  of  Christ,  every  per^ 
son  who  professes  himself  a  Christian,  is  professedly 
a  membej^  of  the  body  of  Christ.  He  may  not  be  so  in 
fact;  you  may  not  be  bound  to  recognize  his  claim;  bat 
still  that  is  the  amount  of  such  profession.  The  wboio 
church  visible  on  earth  is  professedly  (in  connexion 
with  departed  saints)  ‘‘the  body  of  Christ;**  and  there¬ 
fore  every  one  who  occupies  the  station  of  a  member 
of  the  church,  avows  his  relation  as  a  member  of 
Christ. 

-  Upon  this  ground,  then,  we  adopt,  as  our  first  re¬ 
sult,  the  words  of  a  well  known  and  justly  admired 
composition,  commonly  received  among  tlie  churcli^ 

*  £phe8.  u  33.  Collos*  i.  Xft  and  2^ 

VoL.  11.  Qq 


4iB4  of  darkens  Trm&ls,  - 

f  ' 

*  .  J  . 

as  rcKqdcs,  but  lying  about  disregarded  by  tfac  present  inbabi. 
tants,  as  antiquities  whose  original  use'' they  were  unac. 
quainted..  From  their  appearance,  and  the  number  of  them,  it 
Was  quite  clear  that  a  practice  of  keeping  water  in  large  itont 
pots,'  each  holding  from  1:8  to  27  gallons,  was  once'  common  in 
this  country.**  p.  445. 

vThe  next  spot  tliat  presents  itself  is  the  lake  of 
Oennesareth,  which  has  been  too  often  the  scene  of 
Christian  contemplation  to  suffer  us  to  pass  by  it. 

^The  lake  nbw  con trimipd  in  view  upon  our  left.  The  wind 
rendered  it^  surface  rough-,  aivJ  called  to  mind  the  situation  of 
our.  Saviour’s  disciples',  wlien,  in  one  of  the  small  vessels  which 
traverse  these  waters,  ttiey  were  tossed  in  a  storm,  and  saw  Je¬ 
sus,  in  the  fourth  watch  of  the  night,  walking  to  them  upon  the 
Waves.  Often  as  this  object  has  been  painted,  combining  a  num¬ 
ber  of  circumstances  adapted  for  ihe  representation  of  subhniity, 
Ao  artist  has  been  awai'e  of  the  uncommon  grandeur  of  the  scene¬ 
ry  meirtorablo  on  account  of  the  transaction.-  The  lake  f  Gen- 
hesareth  is  surrounded  by  objects  well  calculated  to  heighten  the 
’  solemn  impression  made  by  such  a  picture/  and,*  independent  of 
the  local  feelings  likely  to  be  excited  in  its  contemplation,  affords 
one  of  Ums  most  striking  prospects  in- the  Holy  Laud.  It  is  by 
^comparison  alone. that  any  due  conception  of  the  appearance  it 
presents  can  be  conveyed  to  the  minds  of  those  who  have  not  seen 
it}  and  speaking  of  it  comparatively,  it  may  be  described  as  longer 
and  ^er  than»any  of  our  Cumberland  and  Westmoreland  lakes, 
although  perhaps  it  yields  in  majesty'  fo  the  stupendous  features 
of  Ltmb  Lomond  in  Scotland. .  It  does  not  possess  the  vastness  of 
the  Lake  of  Geneva^  although  it  much  resembles  it  in  .particular 
points  of  viewv  The  lake  ol  Locarno  in  Italy  comes  nearest  to 
it  in  point  of  picturesque  beauty,  although  it  Is  destitute  of  any 
thing' similar  ti)  the  islands  by  which  that  majestic  piece  of  water 
is  adM4>ed.  R  is  inferior  in  magnitude^  and  perhaps  in  the  height 
of  its  surrounding  mountains,  to  the  lake  Asphaltites;  but  its 
br(^d  and  extemled  surface,  covering  the  bottom  of  a  profomiu 
valley,  environed  by  lofty  and  precipitous  eminences,  added  to  the 
^  impreesron  of  a  certain  reverential  awe,  under  which  every 
tian  pilgrim  approaches  it,  give  it  a  character  of  dignity  unparat* 
leled  by  any  similar  scenery*”  p.  461. 
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RESULTS.  " 

are  the  body  of  Chri%t^%nd  member 9  in  ftarfieular*^ 

1  Cor.  xii.  ^7*  ' 

From  the  proofs  and  illustrations  already  submitted 
relative  to  the  doctrine  of  the  mystical  union,  it  will  at 
ORce  appear,  that  a  correct  answer  to  the  inquiry,  Aro 
you  or  are  you  not  a  member  of^‘thc  body  of  Christ?**  de¬ 
cides  at  oncewhatis  a  man®s  present  standing  in  the  tight 
of  God.  Christ’s  church  is  his  body;^  there  can  be  no 
such  thing  as  living  Christianity  but  in  cotinezion  with 
his  body;  Tor  it  has  been  abundantly  shewn  that  that 
connexion  is  the  alpha  and  omega  of  every  thing  be¬ 
longing  to  Christian  light  and  life:  coiisequenlty,  eve¬ 
ry  member  of  the  Church  visible  of  Christ,  every  per« 
son  who  professes  himself  a  Christian,  is  professedly 
a  membej^  of  the  body  of  Christ.  He  may  not  be  so  io 
fact;  you  may  not  be  bound  to  recognize  his  claim;  hot 
still  that  is  the  amount  of  such  profession.  The.whoio 
church  visible  on  earth  is  professedly  (in  connexion 
with  departed  saints)  ^‘the  body  of  Christ;**  and  there¬ 
fore  every  one  wlio  occupies  the  station  of  a  niember 
of  the  church,  avows  his  relation  as  a  member  of 
Christ. 

-  Upon  this  ground,  then,  we  adopt,  as  our  first  re¬ 
sult,  the  words  of  a  well  known  and  justly  admired 
composition,  commonly  received  among  tlie  churcl^^ 
*  Ephes.  !•  Collot*  i.  Xft  aad 
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‘^Saints  by  profcmon^  ARE  BOUND  to 
maintain  an  holy  fellowship  and  coirimvnion  in 
the  worship  of  God,  and  in  performing  such  other 
spiritual  services  as  tend  to  their  mutual  edifica- 
^ipnj  as  also  in  relieving  each  other  in  outward 
things,  according  to  their  several  abilities  and  ne- 
cessities.  Which  communion,  as  God  ofFereth 
opportunity,  is  to  extended  unto  all  those  who 
in  every  place  call  upon  the  name  of  the  Lord 
Jesus/'^ 

This  result,  we  say,  is  founded  upon  the  assumption, 
that  the  body  or  church  of  Christ  is  one;  so  that  all 
who  are  ^‘saints  by  profession**  are  of  .course  profess¬ 
edly  members  of  one  body — ‘^members  one  of  another;** 
and  it  is  as  members  of  the  body  of  Chnst,  that  the 
communion  of  saints  is  extended  to  any  of  them*  Nor 
is  it  a  matter  merely  optionahwhether  one  saint  by  pro¬ 
fession  ’shall  hold  eomrhunioiLwith  another  saint  by 
profession:  He  is  bounds  says  our  proposition,  he  is 
^^bound^*  so'to  do;  under  pain  of  beings  proceeded  a- 
gainst  as  a  despiser  of  the  ordinances  of  Christ  tender¬ 
ed  to  himself,  dr  as  a  rejecter  of  them  whom  God  hath 
receive^  into  the  fellowship  of  his  body. 

It  is  not  unknown  that  multitudes  are  unwilling  to 
tidmit  this  result;  and  therefore  bend  their  whole  force 
to  give  another  interpretation  to  the  passage  quoted. 
But  why?  Wherefore  reject  the  proposition  that  all 
who  are  members  of  the  body  o^  Christ,  should  hold 
fellowship  together  as  members  of  one  another?  The 
terms,  w.d  have  seen,  are  convertible:  all  who  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the*  living  head,  are  also  of  one  another:  And 
if  all  God*s  ordinances  of  gi^ace  were  given,  as  is  de¬ 
clared,  ‘‘for  the  edifying  of  the  body  of  Christ^*t  why 
not  bound  to  seek  for  ourselves;  why  not  obliged  to 
extend  to  all  others,  professedly  members  .of  the  same 
body,  the  means  of  euilication  declaredly  ordained  for 
the  comfort  and  growth  of  the  whole?  But  without 

•  Westminster  Conf.  Chap",  xxvii  St c..  2. 
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spending  time  in  attempting  to  .decide  the  precise 
meaning  wliich  the  language  in  question  would  natur¬ 
ally  Convey,  let  the  appeal  be  tq  the  scriptures:  let  us. 
see  whether  any  other  meaning  than  the  one  which  has 
been  suggested,  does  not  contradict  thCr  analogy  of 
faith,  and  in  a  great  degree  hinder  the  plain  intention 
of  God’s  ordinances.  And  as  the  difference  •  of  view 
principally  r^'lates  to  what  is  called  organical  commu¬ 
nion,  let  it  be  especially  inquired,  whether  the  fellow¬ 
ship  of  Christians  in  ses^ling  ordinances,  in  the  ordi¬ 
nance  of  the  supper,  ought  not  of  right  to  be  extended 
to  all  ‘‘saints  by  profession;”  to  “all  those  who  in  every 
place  call  upon  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus. ”Our  readers 
surely  need  not  be  told  that,  it  is  on  every  hand  conce¬ 
ded  that  the  exercise  of  wholesome  discipline  and  the 
question  of  edification,  will  of  course  interpose  their  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  cpnclusion  in  all  cases,  however  wide 
be  its  range  in  every  other  respect.  Nor  is  it  more 
than  barely  worth  while  to  remark,  that  the  expres¬ 
sion  “saints  by  profession,”  is  not  designed  to  include 
all  persons  or  sectaries  who  choose  to  assume  the 
name  of  Christians;  but  only  those  who  make  a  credit 
He  firo/eaaion;  that  is  to  say,  those  whose,  views  of 
fundnmental  truth  are  clearly  consistent  with  a  sound 
profession,  and  whose  conduct  does  not' contradict  Ihb 
profession  made  by  them.  It  is  not  the  bare  assump¬ 
tion  of  t/i€  name^  it  is  the  exhibition  of  the  spirit^  that 
constitutes  a  credible  profession.  And,  therefore,  any 
thing  either  in  the  faith  or  practice  of  a  man,  that  is 
plainly  incompatible  with  the  character  of  a  Christian, 
nullifies  his  claim  to  the  fellowship  of  the  saints. 

Keeping  in  view  these  exceptions,  the  reader  will 
put  the  proper  construction  on  the;  proposition  above 
quoted,  when  he  understands  it  as  declaring  that  all 
persons  who  are  believers  by  profession,  and  conse¬ 
quently  professed  members  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
are  mutually  bound  to  recognize  their  relationship'  to 
him  and  one  another,  by  holding  fellowship  together  in 
the  worship  of  God;  and  especially  in  that  ordinance 
which  is-.saidto  be  “a  bond  and  pledge  of  their  com¬ 
munion  with  him  and  with  each  other,  as  members  ot 
his  mystical  body.”*  This  obligation,  it  has  been  re- 
•  Cunf.  Faith,  chap,  sxix- sect,  1*  * 
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Christians.  So  far  then  at  least,  the  terms  of  commu- 
monnn  the  church  visible  and  'invisible  are  the  same. 

.  ^  communion  in  the  church  invisible  no  other  term 
IS  requisite.  .The  question,  therefore,  is,  what  right 
has  thexhiirch  visible  to  siiperadd  other  terms?  or  can 
sneh-right  be  plead  to  exist  at  all?  Churches  we  knew 
have  6F  late  been  in  the  habit  of  creating  multitudes  of 
indifepemsables:  or,  in  other  words,*  of  narrowing  the 
"Way  of  admitt  ance  into  their  communion  to  such  a  dc- 
that  muJtitudes  whom  they  believe  and  admit  to 
be  Christians  are  necessarily  excluded.  That  is  to  say, 
they  not  only  insist  that  m:  n  should  afford  evidence 
that  they  v.re  Christians  indeed;  but  they  impose  the 
obligation  of  receiving  and  defending  t/iei?*  views 'of 
scnptura.f  doctrine  and  order,  in  every  point  concern¬ 
ing  tvhich  they  have  seen  proper  to  declare  an  opinion. 
AU,  therefore,  who  cannot  in  all  these  things  consci- 
t^ntiously  profess  a  coincidence  of  view,  are  necessari¬ 
ly  cut  off.  Is  this  right?  or  rather,  arc  not  .  these 
‘‘saints  by  profession,  BOUND  to  maintain  an  holy 
fellowship  and  comrnumoh’’  in  those  great  ordinances 
about  which  there  is  no  difference  of  view,  notwith¬ 
standing  a  diversity  of  sentiments  in  other  matters?  So 
says  our  proposition:  so  also  says  the.  scripture.  For 
here,  likewise,  the  constitutions  of  the  churches  visible 
and  invisible  agree.  It  would  be  strange  indeed  if 
they  did*  not.  It  would  be  “passing  strange**  if  the  -, 
terms  were  more  lax  in  the  confessedly  pure  church, 
than  in  that  the  supposed  impurity  of  which  affords  the 
only  ground  for  creating  this  distinction.  But  “to  the 
law  and  to  the  testimony.**  The  word  of  God  itself 
recognizes  living  Christianity  as  the  all  important  term, 
and  in  the  church  visible  as  well  as  iiTvisible  it  recog¬ 
nizes  no  other. 

“The  cup  of  blessing,  which  we  bless,**  what  is  it? 
^The  badge  of  a  party?  The  attestation  of  our'  agree¬ 
ment  in  some  contested  point  about  which  we  differ 
with  others,  called  Christian?  The  pledge  of  our  ad-  . 
herence  to  a  certain  “form  of  sound  words?*’  No  such 
thing.  “Is  it  not,**  say  the  scriptures,  “Me  communion 
of  the  blood  of  Christ?  The  b'read  which  we  break,  is  it 
not  the  communion  of  the  body  of  C/zr/^;.?**f  This  is 
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prescisely  the  notire  of  that  comniunion  about  .which' 
the  p^reatest  particularity  is  observed.  It  is  the  sign 
and  pledge  of  those  who.  p  irtake  of  it,  being  one  in 
Christ:  it  is  a  fellowship  which  they  hold  under  the 
specific  idea  of  being  members  of  his  body.  So,  at  leasts* 
says  our  apostle,.  For  in  the  next  veVse  he  adds,-as 
the  ground  of  this  communion,  and  tlVcrcfpre  as  the 
thing  attested  by  it,  that  ‘^we  being  many  are  one  bread 
and  one  body:  for  we  are. all  partakers  of  that  one/ 
bread.’*  Clearly,  then,  in  our  apostle*s.  viv*w,  the 
church’s  being  one  bread  and  one  bcdy\  is  the  ground 
of  the  communion  maintained  by  her  members  in  the 
supper  of  the  Lord.  And  the  whole  of  this  oixlinance 
is  confessedly  designed  to  shadow  foi;th  their  severally 
uniting  with  Christ Jiimself,  whence  they  become’unit- 
'  ed  one  with  another.  This  view-of  the  subject,  be  it 
remembered,  is  introduced  by  our  Apostle,  to  shew  the 
inconsistency  of  admitting  professed  idolaters  to  the 
holy  communion.  No  idolater  can  be  at  the  same  time  ^ 
a  member  of  Christ.;  This  is  repeatedly  taught  in 
scripture,  and  directly  insinuated'  in  the  passage  in  ^ 
question:  “ye  cannot  drink  the  cup  of  the  Lord  and 
the  cup  of  Devils:  ye  cannot  be  partakers  of  the  Lord‘'s< 
table  and  of  tlie  table  of  Devils.”  And  just  before, -it 
had  been  said,  that  things  w  hich  the  Gentiles ‘sa^ 
crifice,  they  sacrifice  to  Devils.”  It  is  then  to  com¬ 
bat  this  view%  that  the  Apostle  insists  upon  the  term  of 
communion  already  adverted  to.  Communion  in  the 
saci'amcnt  of  the  Supper,  he  says,  is  t^ie  communion  of 
the  body  and  blood  of  Christ.  For,  says  he,  it  proceeds 
upon  the  ground  of  our  being  one  bread  and  one  body; 
inasmuch  as  'we  are  all  partakers  of  that  one  bread, 
i.  e.  of  Jesus  Christ,  tlie  bread  of  life.  And  fiV)m  this 
assumption,  that  participation  in  the  ordinance,  sup¬ 
poses  and  signifies  participation  of  Christ  the  one  bread, 
by  v/hich  they  themselves  become  one  bread  and  one 
body,  he^argues  the  incongruity  of  admitting  idolaters 
to  fellowship  in  the  ordinance;  whereas  they  are  mani¬ 
festly  not  partakers  of  Christ,  and  so  not  one  bread  and 
body  with  his  people.  The  amount  of  tht  reasoning  is, 
that  men  hav,e  no  right  to  the  symbol,  while  they  have 
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iTjar/ifestly  no  interest  in  the  Saviour,  and  consequently 

nothing  in  common  y^ith  his  body  or  church. - The 

reader  will  do  well  to  mark  carefully* the  progress  of 
this  argument.  1.  The  Supper  is  the  symbol  of  the 
pardon  and  life,  togethcr^with  all  other  saving  benefits, 
that  are  in  Christ.  This  is  the  Apostle’s  first  proposi¬ 
tion:  it  is  the  ‘‘communion  of  the  .  blood  and  body 
of  Christ.”  2.  The-^grouhd  of  men’s  holding  fellow¬ 
ship  in  this  ordinance  is  their  being  parts  of  the  one 
great  system  that  is  saved:  “for  we,  being  many,  arb. 
one  bread  and  one  body.”  3.  The  principle,  by  which 
thejL  are  thus  united  into  one  system;  and  so  called  to 
act  as  members  the  One  of  another:  “for  we  are  all  par¬ 
takers  of  that  one  bread.”  Here  then  is  a  passage  in 
which  the  terms  of  Christian  communion  are  profes¬ 
sedly  treated  of;  treated  of,  too,  with  a  special  reference 
to  the  doctrine  of  exclusion  from  Christian  fellowship: 
yet  not  a  whisper,  not  the  slightest  suggestion,  of  any 
other  ground  of  admis*sion,  but  living  union  with  the 
living  head;  and  not  the  remotest  hint  of  any  impedi¬ 
ment  but  the  want  of  such  connexion. 

But  further:  that  we  have  not  built  too  broad  an  in- 
fcrence'  on  the  Apostle’s  premises,  plainly  appears 
from  this  fact,  that  a  profession  of  such  unioil^with  the 
Lord  Jesus  Christ  was  always  required,  and  nothing 
else  than  such  prefession  was  required  during  Aposto-^* 
lie  times.  “Dost  thou  believe  in  the  Lord  Jesus 

Christ?” - ^“If  thou  believest,  thou  mayest,”  was  aL 

ways  the  question,  was  always  the  condition  propound¬ 
ed  to  those  who  sought  the  privileges  of  the  Christian 
church.  And  a  correspondent  reply  always  secured 
the  privilege.'  Now,  no  well  informed  Christian  wdll 
pretend  to  say,  that  a  profession  of  faith  in  Jesus  Christ 
was  ever  understood  to  mean  any  thing  different  from 
a  reliance  on  him  for  the  great  salvation  offered  in  his 
gospel.  It  was  always  (whether  truly  or  falsely  made) 
the  avowal  of  living  faith,  the  profession  of  laying  hold, 
upon  him  for  the  hope  of  eternal  life.  This  is  a  pro¬ 
fession  of  believing  always  meant:  this  it  still  meuns. 
But  he  who  truly  believes  in  Christ  really  lays  hold  on 
Christ — is  one  with  him.  Admission,  therefore,  upon 
an  avowal  of  faith  in  the  Redeemer,  was  simply  the  re- 
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cognition  of  the  applicant  as  a  member  of  ^Christ;  it 
was  a  recognition  of  his  claim  to  all  those  privilege* 
which  the  living  -head  has  provided  for  the  body,  and 
for  every  member  of  it.  That  it  could  imply  no  such 
approbation  of  the  whole  circle  of  Christian  truth  as  is 
now  frequently  attributed  to  it,  or  that  it  could^not  be 
understood  as  a  declaration  of  an  intention  to  support 
every  thing  contained  in  this  circle,  is  a  plain  case. 
For  the  profession  was  exacted  from  all  men,  Gentile 
as  jivell  as  Jew:  from  the  convert  of  an  hour,  who  had 
enjoyed  no  previous  acquaintance  with  the  truth  of 
God,  as  well  as  from  those  to^.whom  it  had  been  fami¬ 
liar  from  infancy.  Now^  that  such  men  as  the  jailor  of 
Philippi,  or  eunuch  of  Ethiopia,  or  the  thousand  who 
tvere  converted  on  the  day  of  Pentecost,  had  made  s^c- 
quisitioiis  in  knowledge  that  would  admit  of  such  pro-^ 
fession,  declared  or  implied,  is  plainly  impossible. 
They  beliec'ed  the  truth  at  the  time  declared  by. the 
Apostles  and  Evangelist,  severally:  it  was  that  portion 
of  truth  wltich  was  calculated  to  lead  them  directly  to 
Christ  as  the  giver  of  repentance  and  eternal  life:  they 
professed  to  adhere  to  the  offer  as  made  to  them:  and 
then,  as  believers  in  Christ,  as  members  of  his  body, 
they  were  baptized.  Whatever,  then,  was  necessary  to 
a  credible  profession  of  faith  in  the  Redeemer,  was  al¬ 
ways  exacted;  but  nothing  more  was  exacted.  They 
were  immediately  admitted  to  the  benefit  of  those  or¬ 
dinances  which  his  goodness  had  provided,  that  in  the 
participation  of  these  they  might  ‘‘grow  up  into  him  in 
all  things,  which  is  the  head.’* 

It'wiil,  no  doubt,  be  very  easy  to  point  out  a  multi¬ 
tude  of  circumstances  in  which  modern  churches  differ 
from  those  of  Apostolic  days;  and  to  devise  multitudes 
of  reasons  why  the  Gentiles  might  be  admitted  upon  a 
more  general  profession  than  is  now  thought  sufficient*  . 
And  of  this  species  of  objection' it  may  be  propcr.hcu’e- 
.  after  to  take  notice.  But  the  present  inquiry  is  direct¬ 
ed. solely  to  the  question  whether  the.  Apostles  did  not 
consider  living  faith,  or  rather  that  union  with  Christ  of 
which  living  faith  is  the  appropriate  fruit,  as  the  pro¬ 
per,  and  only  /2ro/2rr  basis  of  church  communion.  The 
inquiries  made  by  tnern,  we  see,  were  directed,  to  that 
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point,  and  to  that  point  alone.  The  instructions  upon 
i^liich  the  profession  was  in  most  cases  founded,  were 
precisely  of  the  kind  that  are  needed*  for  the  production 
of  such  faith;  And  if  these'  appeared  to  produce  their 
appropriate  effect;  if  they  convinced  the  party  addres¬ 
sed  tteit  they  were  sinners  and  Jesus  Christ  the  Sa¬ 
viour;  and  if  in  consequence  of  this  conviction,  they 
professed  to  flee  to  him;  it  was  all  that  was*  thought 
needful.  They  were  immediately  received  into  the 
fellowship  of  the  saints:  and  in  the  enjoyment  of  this 
fellowship  they  were .  expected  to  <^grow  in  grace,  and 
in  the  knowledge  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ.’* 
No  instance  is  on  record  of  a  refusal  of  any  person  who 
appeared  to  possess  this  single  qualification. 

Let  us;  howover,  to  bring  this  point  to  a  close,  exa¬ 
mine  particularly  one  single  instance  out  of  the.  many. 
When  the  Apostle  Peter  went  to  Cesarea  in  obedience 
to  a  heavenly  vision,  upon  entering  into  the  house  of 
Conielius,  and*  expounding  to  the  circle  there  assem¬ 
bled,  the  great  doctrine  of  redemption  by  Christ,  ‘‘the 
Holy  Ghost,”  it  is  said,  “felfupon  all  them  which  heard 
the  word,**  ‘^hile  Peter  yet  spake.**  The  inference 
immediately  drawn  by  the  Apostle  from  this  unexpect¬ 
ed  gracious  communicatioTr,  was,  that  those  Gentiles 
were  chosen  vessels,  as  well  as  himself  or  any  of  the 
Jewish  brethren  who  had  accompanied  hifn.  Imme¬ 
diately  thci’efore,  he  puts  the  question,  ‘*can  any  man 
forbid  water,  that  those  should  not  be  baptized,  vfhich 
have  received  the  Holy  Ghost  as  we^l  as  we?”  and  ac- 
cpfdingly  forthwith  he  caused  baptism  to  be;  adminis¬ 
tered.  Upon  his  return  to  Jerusalem  we  find  that  the 
church  there  was  very  much  dissatisfied  v/it)i  tiic 
course  that  had  been  pursued.  *‘They  contended  with 
him,  saying,  thou  wentest  in  to  men  uncircumcised,  and 
didst  eat  wi^  them.**  It  is  to  be  remembered,  that  not 
only  “brethren,**  but  “Apostles**  theiiiselves,  are  noti¬ 
ced  as  of  the  discontented  party.  Peter  however  “re¬ 
hearsed  the  matter  from  the  beginning,**  and  conclu¬ 
ded  his  defence  by  supporting  what  he  had  done  in  re¬ 
lation  to  the  baptism;  from  a  well  known  declaration  of 
our  Lord  himself,  which  he  quoted  in  so  many  words. 
His  remarks  upon  the  subject  were  closed  in  these 


saying,  then  hath  God  also  to  the  Gentiles  granted  re¬ 
pentance  unto  life/* 

Let  the  reader  recoHect,  that  the  controversy 
cpnccrning  Jewish  rites  was  not  at  this  time  deci¬ 
ded.  'Peter  had  viewed  them  as  obligatory;  and 
was  prepared  to  act  in  opposition. to  this  view,  only 
through  the  influence  of  a  vision,  accompanied  by  an 
explicit  , commandment  to  go  with  the  men.  The  apos¬ 
tles  of  Jerusalem  contended  with  him  about  his  pro¬ 
cedure;,  and  that  the  contention  reached  the  matter  of 
baptism,  as  well  as  the  g^ing  into  unciroumcised  men 
and  eating  with  them,  Js  evident  from  the  fact  that  Pe¬ 
ter’s  answer. mainly  defends  the  baptism.  In  fact,  this 
point  was  not  settled  till  ten  years  afterward,  in  the  sy¬ 
nod  of -Jerusalem:  and  even  then,  there  was  ‘‘much 
disputing”  about  it,  as  we. are  informed  by  the  writer 
of  the  Acts.  In  the  face^  then,  of  all  these  prejudices, 
Peter  decided;  and  the  apostles  awd  brethren  at  Jeru¬ 
salem,  when  they  understood  the  matter,  decided  that 
it  was  right  to  admit  uncircumciseci  Gentiles  to  the 
communion  of  the  church  of  God.  Upon  what  ground 
did  this  decision  rest?  God  had  given  them  the  same 
spirit  that  had  been  imparted  to  the  Jews:  he  hath 
“also  to  the  Gentiles  granted  repentance  unto  life,** 
said  this  rejoicing  and  admiring  multitude.  To  refuse 
the  communion  of  men  to  whom  God  had  ^^granted  rr- 
fientance  unto  lije^^  was  accounted  by  Peter  a  with- 
st.mding  God.  And  so,  also,  it  would  appear,  judged 
all  the 'brethren,  when  the  thing- was  rightly,  under¬ 
stood.  Here  then  is  proof  not  to  be  controverted,  that 
the  bare  fact  of  a  man’s  being  in  possession  of  God’s 
Spirit  as  the  spirit  of  grace— of  “repentance  unto  life” 
-(so  they  construed  it),  was,  in  the  judgment  of  “apos- 
.  ties  and  brethren,” -reason  enough  for  admiting  him 
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nor,  their  admission  would  follow  as  a  thing  of  course; 
but  that' we  are  not  bound  to  take  their  own  profession 
in  proof  of  their.  Christianity.  *  -  ' 

And  what  kind  of  evidence  then,  would  you  wish  to 
have?  You  do  not  require  miraculous  effusions  of  God’s 
spirit,  in  support  of  the  pretensions  of  those  with  whom 
you  ordinarily  do  commune.  What  than  is  your  au¬ 
thority  for  requiring  it  of  others?  That  kind  of  proof 
whicH’you  deem  sufficient  in  one  case,  is  equally  so  in 
all.  If  therefore,  the  miraculous  effusion  is  not  to  be  ex¬ 
pected,  the  ordinary  evidence  of  repentance  ynto  life  is 
the  utmost  you  may  ask  fon .  And  if  among  brethren 
of  your  own  denomination  this  be  deerned  sufficient, 
and  you  at  the  same  time  refuse  to  decide  according  to 
it  in  case  of  other  applications,  is  not  this  to  ‘‘with  stand 
Godi,”  But  we  must  not  trifle  with  the  patience  of  the 
reader,  by  spending  time  in  refuting  such  a  wretched 
cavil..  The  sum  of  the  matter  is,  that  the  Apostles 
evidently  considered  the  Holy  Spirit’s  work  as  the 
only  essential  requisite  to  the  communion  of  the  saints. 
This,  and  this  only,  made  them  members  of  the  body; 
and  to  the  members  of  the  body,  they  were  perfectly 
clear,  communion  should  be  extended.  The  proof  of 
this  point  is  ail  we  want.  For  if  it  be  a  maxim  every 
where  assumed  in  scripture,  and  always  acted  upon  by 
the 'Apostles,  that  the  members  of  Christ  are,  in  vir¬ 
tue  of  their  staiiding,  entitled  to  his  feilowxhip,  and  to 
that  of  all  their  fellow-  members;  then,  as  “saints  by 
profession,”  are  by  profession  members  of  the  body  of 
Christ,  they  are  consequently  ‘Abound  to  maintain  an 
holy  fellowship  and  cominunion  in  the  worship  of  God, 
and  in  performing  such  other  spiritual  services  as 
tend  to  their  mutual  edification/’  And  this  “commu¬ 
nion,  as  God  offereth  opportunity,  is  to  be  extended 
unto  all  those  who  in  every  place  call  upon  the  name 
of  the  Lord  Jesus.”  Such  is  tlie-  conclusion  to  which 
we  are  necessarily  led  by  following  out  the  all  im¬ 
portant  doctrine  of  the  Bible,  that  the  whole  church  of 
God  is  “THE  BODY  OF  Chiust,”  aiid  all  true  Christians 

“MEMBERS  IN  PARTICULAR.” 

We  may  .arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  in  a  variety 

oUier  w^s.  But  as  the  consideration  of  them  doc« 
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r.ot  fall  properly  within  the  plan  of  this  essay,  to  pur¬ 
sue' the  subject  through  all  its  ramifications  might 
subject  tiic  writer  to  tlie*  charge  of  ‘Hravelling 
cut  of  the  record.”  .  There  is,  however,  one  other 
point  of  view  in  which  the  subject  may  be  presented, 
at  once  so  important  and  decisive  that  we  can¬ 
not  forbear  ‘travelling”  a  little  out  of  our  way  to  no¬ 
tice  it.  It  is  this: — one  of  the  great  ends  for  which  the 
sacraments  were  instituted,  unavoidably  demand  ^hat 
fellowship. in  them  should  be  maintained  to  the  extent 
,  already  mentioned.  The  sacraments^  it  is  said  by  an 
autbiority  wliich  f  iw  of  our  readers  w'ill  be  disposed  to 
call  in  cjuestion,  arc  designed  among  other  things,  f‘to 
put  a  visible  differt  nee  betw'ecn  those  tliat  belong  un¬ 
to  t!ie  church,  and  the  rest  of  the  world;”*  as  well  as 
“to  be  a  bond  and  pledge  of  their  communion  with  him, 
and  with  each  otiier,  as  members  of  his  mystical  bo- 
d}',”t  which  is  llic  point  vve  have  been  consider  n^. 

Now,  if  the  assumption  be  correct,  that  tlie  putting 
“a  visible  difference  between  those  that  bekn  e  to  the 
chiircli  and  the  rest  of  the  worlu”  is  an  end  of  tliese 
institutions  not  to  be  lost  sigi.t  of;  what  shall  be  said  of 
tiie  principle  so  much  in  vogue,  that  a  pai ticipatiou  in 
cither  of  them,  especially  in  the  supper,  an\ounts  to  a 
declaration,  nay,  is  predicated  a  declaration,  that 
the  party  thus  admitted  ranks  with  the  denomination 
under  whose  banners  he  receives  the  or:ii.iar,c  ,  and 
proiiiises  to  hold  fellowship  no  where  else?  If  tiie  as¬ 
sumption  be  correct,  wdiat  shall  be  said  in  jusliiicatioa 
of  the  practice  of  excluding,  alt  w^liO  do  not  adopt  iho 
peculiar  tenets  of  the  church  in  question?  Otviou  ny 
that  they  have  diverted  the  sacraments  from  their  pro¬ 
per  use,  and  rendered  tiicm  badges  by  which  each  ci 
nonunitioii  is  visibly  distinguished  from  aii  otiier  por¬ 
tions  of  the  church,  as  well  as  from  the  worKl.  There 
is  no  getting  rid  of  this  consequence.  In  fact  it  is  one 
wiiich  most  people  are  ready  to  avow.  Tucy  du  coll- 

•  Westminster  Cfinf.  chap*  xxvii.  sect.  1. 

t  IcL  chap.  xxix.  sect,  1.  ,  ' 
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sidcr  a  participation  in  the  supper,  as  an  evidence  that 
the  party  so  communicatihe;  belongs  \o  that  denomina¬ 
tion  in  which  he  holds  fellowship:  and  they  do  contend 
that  to  extend  Christian  fellowship  beyond  the  peculiar 
circle,  is  to  trample  upon  the  very  distinction  which  the 
saci'ament  of  the  supper  holds  forth.  That  is  to  say, 
in  direct  contradiction  to  the  authority  above  quoted, 
they  do  not  admit  the  sacraments  to  be  intended  to  put 
u  visible  difference  b^^tween  the  church  and  the  world 
merely;  but  also  contend  that  they  put  a  visible  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  members  of  different  churches. 
Hence  it  follows,  that  the  refusal  to  participate,  docs 
not  amount  to  an  evidence  that  the  party  refusing  is  of 
the  world,  not  of  the  church;  it  is  only  understood  to 
declare  that  he  is  not  of  that  denomination  with  the 
members  of  which  he  refuses  to  hold  f  llow  ship.  And 
on  the  other  hand,  the  refusal  to  admit  a  person  to  the 
communion  of  the  saints,  is  not  understood  as  a  deny¬ 
ing  his  connexion  with  the  church  of  Christ,  but  only 
his  connexion  with  that  section  of  it  that  refuses  him. 

The  man  must  be  wilfully  blind  who  does  not  see 
that  this  mode  of  construction  destroys  entirely  the 
great  intention  of  the  sacraments* as  stated  above.  For 
tinder  this  arrangement  a  personas  own  refusal  to  com¬ 
mune,  or  the  refusal  of  a  church  to  admit  of  his  com¬ 
muning,  creates  no  such  visible  distinction ,  between 
those  who  belong  to  the  church  and  the  rest  of  the 
world.  And  when  we  see  the  sacraments  administered 
in  a  very  large  assembly,  only  a  few  of  v/hich^  join  in 
the  fellow  ship  of  the  saints,  so  far  from  concluding 
tiiat  the  residue  are  of  the  worlds  not  of  the  churchy  we 
cannot  tell  but  that  the  majority  of  them,  and  perhaps 
the  whole  of  them^  are  of  the  church  of  Christ,  as  well 
as  those  who  did  partake.  This  were  a  marvellous  de¬ 
vice  for  ^  visible  difference’*  indeed! — But 

admit  Uip  principle  that  the  sacraments  do  a  visi¬ 
ble  difference  between  those  that  belong  unto  the  church 
axid  the  rest  of  the  world;”  carry  this  principle  out; 
and  then  where  does  modern  practice  land  yon?  Certain- 
Ijr,  when  you  refuse  to  extend  fellaw  ship  to  any  per- 
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sons,  to  the  nxcmbers  of  any  othci*  denomination,  you 
say  by  that  very  deed  that  they  do  not  belonj^  to  the 
church  of  Christ,  but  to  the  world.  You  do  thisyiov 
you  arrogate  to  yourself,  and  you  deny  to  them,  that 
very  symbol  which  you  say  serves  to  put  a  visible  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  two.  You  receive  it;  from  them 
you  withhold  it;  and  if  receiving  or  not  receiving  con¬ 
stitutes  the  ‘Hisible  difference,”  you  certainly  make  jit 
out  to  be  your  opinion  that  the  pailyah  ques¬ 

tion  arc  no  inembers  of  Christ,  but  are  *‘of  the  world.” 
We  know  tl'.at  this  is  a  consequence  at  which  the  real¬ 
ly  pious  mind  will  ‘  startle — will  sliudder.  But  is  it 
not  a  legitimale  coijsequence?  Must  you  not  admit  it, 
or  deny  the  premises?  that  is,  deny  that  the  sacraments 
put  a  visible  difference  between  church  members  and 
the  world..  You  may  indeed  plead  that  you  do  not  un¬ 
dertake  to  jadg3  a  brother:  that  as  there  is  a  difference 
in  ssiitiment,you  only  luiaii  to*  let  that  difference  be  mar-, 
keJ:  and  meinwliile  you  leave  it  to  God’s  judgment 
ei'itirely,  to  deckle  the  soundness  or  unsoundaess  of 
those  persons  and  churches  from  which  you  stand  sep¬ 
arate.  But  will  th^t  mend  the  matter?  Does  not  the 
very  fact  of  your  refusing  to  countenance  a  fellow  pro¬ 
fessor  by  joining  him  or  pr/rriiuliiig  him  io  jom  jroii  In 
ten  ordinance,  one  great,  end  of  which  is  the  putting 
visible  difference”  between  the  na€ml>ers  of,  Christ  and 
the  people  of  t!ic  vvprld — •does  not  this  very  fact  de¬ 
clare  tiiat  there  is  a  difference?  Does  it  not  declare  that 
there  is  that  very  difference  which  the  sacraments  are 
siid  to  mark?  If  it  does  not,  then  you  deny  that  the  sac¬ 
raments  constitute-  such  visible  mark,  and  so  contra¬ 
dict  your  first  principle:  if  it  docs,  then  you  have  al- 
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'  ordinances.*,  They  are  not  only  dWertcd  from  the  de¬ 
clared  object,  the  putting  a  visible  dl fFerence  between  I)lJi 
own  people  and  the  world;  bat  they  are  prostituted  by 
being  made  the  ‘‘visible’"  tokens  of  men’s  agreement 
m. sentiment  about  some  point  of  doctrine  or  of  order, 
in  disputing  about  which  the  churches  have  been  shat¬ 
tered.  Thus,  for  instance,  in  the  memorable  case  which 
gave  rise  to  the  sapient  distinction  between  church 
communion  and  the  communion  of  saints;  the  Seces¬ 
sion  churches  having  divided  about  the  question  of  the 
Burgess’  oath,  respectively  made  an  agreement  among 
their  members  on  this  not  vastly  important  question  a 
term  of  communion.  They  could  not  be  content  that 
‘^cvery  man  should  be  firmly  persuaded  in  his  own 
mind;”,  but  . such  as  communed  together  must  be  of  one 
mind.  The  consequence  then  was,  that  their  separate 
communion  no  longer  distinguished  them  exclusively 
from  the  world;  it  was  made  a  mean  of  distinguishimr 
them  from  one  another.  Their  participation  in  the  sa¬ 
craments,  on  the  other  hand,  was  no  longer  a  ‘‘bond 
and  pledge  of  their  communion  with  Christ  and  with 
one  another,  as  members  oMiis.  mystical  body;”  for 
they  admitted  that  those  froiit  whom  they  separated, 

frhftv  refused.  Occupied  precisely 

anu  Wiiosv  ^  *  ^  / 

the  same  standing,  were  also  members  of  his  mystical 
body.  But  as  acquiescence  or  non-acquicscence  in  the 
Burgess’  oath  was  made  by  them  respectively  the  term 
of  communion,  it  followed  that  between  these  church¬ 
es  at  least,  the  participation  of  the  sacraiaenls,  put  the 
“visible  difference”  in  that  particular  respect.  That 
alone  was  judged  sufiicient  to  authorise  the  “visible 
difference,”  though  in  cvei  y  thing  else  they  should  be 
perfectly  agreed;  and  by  consequence,  the  sujjper  of 
our  Lord  was  by  them  administered  as  a  “visible”  tes¬ 
timony  of  their  agreement  in  this'  point.  T/iui  and  that 
only  was  the.-purpose  answered  by  the  sacraments  in 
these  instances,  as  amarkof  “diiTerence:”.but  that  our 
Lord  ever  instituted  a  sacrament  to  be  the  mark  of  dif¬ 
ference  on  any  such  subject,  we  have  never  yet  heard. 

Upon  the  wiiole,  the  inference  diMwn  from  a  state- 
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meat  of  the  scriptural  doctrine  of  the  mystical  union, 
in  the  first  number  of  this  essay,  applies  in  its  full  force 
to  the  subject  of  communion.' It  is  there  infered  ‘‘that  it 
is  to  no  man,  considered  in  his  individual  capacity,  but 
solely  as  apart  of  the  body  of  Christ,  that  any  of  the  dis¬ 
pensations  of  God  are  measured  out.***  This,  we  have 
clearly  seen,  the  Apostle  Paul  makes  to  be  the  ground 
of  sacramental  Communion,  the  point  most  contested; 
and  all  the  Apostles,*  it  has  been  demonstrated,  coin¬ 
cided  .Avith  him^in  judgment,  and  practised  accor¬ 
dingly.  By  narrowing  this  foundation  then,  by  su¬ 
peradding  other  conditions  neither  named  nor  ack¬ 
nowledged  by  the  Apostles  of  the  Lord,  we  not  only 
destroy  the  intention  ofthe  sacraments,  as  visible  signs-qf 
ditTorence  between  the  church  and  the  Avorld:  but,  ex 
actiy  in  the  spirit  of  Pharisaic  teachers,  by  our  traditions 
we  make  void  the  law  of  God.  We  impose  conditions 
which  God  never  imposed:  we  cut  off  those  whom  the 
Lord  hath  received:  and  by  screwing  up  the  standard 
of  attainments  to  very  high  degrees  of  knowledge  in 
the  mysteries  of  the  faith,  we  avowedly  cut  out  the  weak¬ 
lings  of  the  flock,  and  consent  that  babes  in  knowledge 
shall  J)eri3h  with  the  world.  It  is  in  vain  to  object  to  this 
representation  ofthe  matter,  that  other  churches  have 
their  separate  communions  too;  and  that  these  several¬ 
ly  distinguish  them  from  the  world,  as  ours  do  us;  and 
that  they  receive,  moreover  in  the  character  of  “strong 
men**  the  very  persons  whom  we  judge  to  be  weak*,  if 
we  admit  their  Christian  character  at  all.  Biit  does  this 
alter  the  thing!  Does  it  release  you  from  -  the  charge 
of  refusing  to  receive  “thcin  that  are  weak  in  the  faith,** 
as  the  Lord  hath  given  commandment?  Does  it  free 
either  of  you  from  the  charge  of  destroying  the  visible 
distinction  which  the  sacraments  were  designed  to 
keep  up,  when  you  do  refuse  to  admit  another  to, com¬ 
munion,  and  so,  visibly,  do  confound  one  another  with 
the  world?  Each  of  you  indeed  may  thus  distinguish 
your  own  members  from  the  world;  but  do  you  not 
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both  refuse  to  distinguish  other  members  from  the 
same  world?  and  is  not  such  refusal,  according  to  the 
declared  intention  of  the  sacraments,  a  confounding  one 
another  with  the  world? 

*  The  only  question  of  any  kind  of  importance  is,  whe¬ 
ther  we  are  bound  to  believe  that  other  denominations 
are  parts  of  the  Christian,  church;  and  their  members, 
members  of  Christ’s  body.  It  is  certainly  little  to  the 
ci'cdit  of  the  Western  world,  that  there  are  in  it  num¬ 
bers  who  really  need  the  proof  of  this  point.  But  as 
we  are  persuaded  of  the  fact,  a  neglect  to  discuss  this 
very  wonderful  controversy  would  be  to  brave  unneces¬ 
sarily  the  danger  of  losing  all  our  previous  labour. 
Here,  however,  we  shall  not,  as  formerly,  appeal  “to 
the  law  and  to  the  testimony.”  For  certainly  it  is  on¬ 
ly  a  disregard  of  that  “sure  word  of  prophecy,”  and 
an  amazing  propensity  to  build  every  thing  upon  “the 
traditions  of  the  fathers,”  that  could  incline  any  man 
to  doubt  whether  his  owm  church  be  ngt  the  only  true 
church,  and  Christians  of  his  own  denomination  the  on¬ 
ly  true  Christians.  Any  man  who  directs  his  judgment 
by  the  word  of  God,  w^ho  reflects  upon  what  little  and 
what  various  degrees  of  light,  men  formed  their  profes¬ 
sion  (irxontrovertibly  a  sound  profession)  in  aposlolic 
times;  any  man  who  lays  to  heart  what  it  really  is  that 
constitutes  a  Christian  in  scriptural  judgment;  any  such 
man  will  at  once  perceive,  that  there  is  light  enough 
in  very  many  denominations  to  lead  men  to  the  Saviour; 
and  if  he  is  disposed  to  judge  them  according  to  their 
fruits,  he  will,  in  innumerable  instances,  be  compelled 
to  acknowledge  that  they  really  have  been  there.  It  is 
that  leaven  of  Phariseeism,  that  disposition  to  put  the 
doctrine  and  ordinances  of  the  New  Testament  church 
upon  the' very  same  footing  on  which  Jewish  doctors 
placed  the  law  of  Moses,  that  creates  the  whole  diffi¬ 
culty  upon  this  subject.  And  there  are  men  among 
us  sufficiently  ignorant  and  impudent  to  avow  their  be¬ 
lief,  that  all  who  do  not  walk  according  to  the  tradi¬ 
tions  received  by  them  and  their  church,  that  is,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Dr.  Such-^-one’s  exposition  of  'matters, 
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are  ipso  facto  convicted  of  a  false  profession;  of  beins; 
no  belter  than  Pharisees.  To  thf^  traditions  of  t kef 
thersy  then,  let  the  appeal  be  made.  Tliesc  very  fa¬ 
thers  whom  you  profess  to  follow,  and  in  w  horn  you 
glory,  differ  as  much  from  your  views  in  t’nis  point,  as 
they  will  be  found,  upon  examination,  to  do  in  almost 
every  Other,  Hear  the  fathers!  Hear  Thomas  lioston! 
‘‘Those  who  confine  their  love  to  a  party,  to  whom 
God  has  not  confined  his  grace,  are'  souls  too  narrow 
to  be  put  among  the  children.  In  what  points  soever 
men  differ  from  us,  in  their  judgment  or  way;  yet  if 
they  appear  to  agree  with  us  in  love  to  God,  and  our 
Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  and  in  beating  his  image,  w.e 
will  love, them  as  brethren,  if  \vc  ourselves  be  of  the 
heavenly  family.’*  Bo'stoids  Fourfold  State..  State  ii:^ 
/lead.  i.  Use.  i.  Hear  the  fathers!  Hear  Dr.  Owen! 
His  single  name  is  a  host.  In  ids  sermon  before  the  Par¬ 
liament,  relative  to. their  duty  in  building  up  Zion,  he 
notices  and  thus  answers  the  following  cbjection:  “But 
it  will  be  said,  we  arc  still  at  a  loss;  for  what  w^oful  di- 
.visions  arc  there  among  the  generation  of  professors? 
Some  are  for  one  way",  aiid  some  for  another;  som<j  say 
the  Prelatists  arc  so,  some  the  Presbyterians,  sonie 
tiie  Ihdcpendants,  some  the  Anabaptists,  some  the 
Fifth  Monarchy-mcn,  some  others:  and  on. whom  should 
the  valuation  pleaded  for  be  cast?”  T*j\e  Dr.’s  answer 
is  as  follows:  “Some  do  say  so,  and  plead  thus,  it  can¬ 
not  be  denied;  but  the  truth  is,  the  giealer  is  tlicir 
weakness  and  folly.  It  is  impossible  men  acquainted 
with  the  spirit  of  God  and  with  the  gospel  should  say 
sOf  unless  they  were  under  the  power  of  one  temptation 
or  another.  But  it  is  no  /lartyj  but  the  party  of  Christy 
in  the  world  and  against  the  world,  the  seed  of  the  wo¬ 
man  against  the  seed  of  the  serpent,  that  I  am  plead¬ 
ing  for;  that  men  as  to'their  interest  in  Christ  should 
be  judged  from  such  denominations,  as  though  they 
make  a  great  noise  in  the  world,  signily  very  little 
things  in  themselves,  is  most  unrighteous  and  unequal; 
nor  will  men  find  peace  in  such  rash  and  precipitate 
judgments.  There  may  be  many  divisions  among  the 
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people  of 'God,  and  yet  none  of.  them  be  divided  from 
Cbi  1st  the  head.  The  bninches  of  a  tree  may  be  en¬ 
tangled  by  strong  winds,  and  stricken  against  one  ano¬ 
ther,  and  yet  none  of  them  be  broken  off  from  the  tree 
itself;  aiid  when  the  storm  is  over,  every  one  possesses 
its  own  place  in  quietness,  beauty,  and  fruitfulness. 
Whilst  the  strong  winds  of  temptation  are  upon  the 
followers  of  Christ,  they  may  be  tossed  and  entangled; 
but  not  being  broken  off  from  the  root,  when  he  shall 
say  to  the  ^winds,  be  stilly  they  wilj  flourish  again  in 
peace  and  beauty.  Let  not  Satan  cheat  you  of  your 
duty  by  this  trivial  objection.  If  he  can  keep  you  from 
duty  whilst  he  can  make  divisions,  he  hath  you  sure 
enough.'  They  of  whom  I  speak,  be  they  under  what 
reproach  or  obloquies  soever,  they  . are  all  true  men, 
all  the  children  of  one  father,  though  they  are  unhap¬ 
pily  fallen  out  by  the  way.**  The  glorij  and  interest  cf 
nations':  a  sermon  on  Isa.  dv.  5.  Hear  him  again. 
*‘Some  men  think  that  none  are  righteous  that  are  not 
of  their  principles;  than  which  principle  there  ’s  no¬ 
thing  more  unrighteous.  Let  men  that  differ  fron\ 
them  walk  never  so  //o/Z/t/,  profess  never  so  strictly; 
yet  if  they  are  notof  their  ;;2Z7;c/,  they  are  not  righteous. 
If  men  are  offended  “on  such  accounts,  it  is  because 
they  will  be  so.”  j  Same  sermon. 

'  Once  more,  hear  Dr.  O  wen:  he  is  speaking  of  the 
injury  which  the  church  of  God  at  large  endured, 
through  the  selfish  zeal  of  every  one-of  the  sectaries 
above-mentioned  to  exalt  themselvcs'abov'e  the  other 
denominations,  .“Every  one',' if  not  fiershnally  yet  in 
association  with  them  of  fieculiar  /H:r^suasion_\w\x\\ 
jiiniself,  would  be.  the  head;  and  because  they  are  not, 
they  conclude  they  are  not  of  the  body^  jior  will  care 
for  the  bodyy  but  rather  endeavour  its  ruin.  Because 
their  fiecuLiar  interest  doth  not  reign,  the  commoii  in¬ 
terest  shall  be  despised;  and  this  hath  been  the  tem¬ 
per,  or  rather  distem/iery  of  the  people  of  God  in  this 
nation* now  for  sundry  years.— —Unless  God  end  this 
frame,  my  expectations,  I  confess,  of  an  happy  issue  cf 
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the  great  work  of  God,  will  wither  day  by  day.**  Crod*e 
V)ork  in  founding  Zion:  a  sermon  on  Isa.  xiv.  32. 

Were  it  not  a  waste  of  pages  that  may  be  better  oc¬ 
cupied,  and  an  abuse  of  the  more  intelligent  reader*3 
patience,  we  might  add  scores  and  hundreds  of  pas¬ 
sages  to  the  same  amount.  But  really  the  naan  who  is 
so  full  cf  his  own  tenets,  and  so  eager  against  those  of 
his  neighbour,  as  to  require  proof  that  the  church  of 
God  is  composed  of  a  great  many  denominations  b  - 
side  his  own,  docs  not  deserve  this  attention:  he  car¬ 
ries  about  him  very  strong  sympfoms  of  being  a  Pha¬ 
risee;  and  the  really  intelligent  Christian  will  bc^  apt 
to  suspect  the  soundness  of  his  faith,  a  great  deal  sooti¬ 
er  than  that  of  his  more  humble  adversaries,  who  may 
make  a  much  less  sound  profession,  *  Father  Boston 
has  ^aid,  that  such  men  have  souls  too  narrow  to  be 
put  among  the  children.  Dr.  Owen  thought  it  impossi¬ 
ble  that  such  characters  could  be  acquainted  with  the 
spirit  of  God,  and  with  the  gospel;  unless,  indeed, >  their 
perverse  opinion  might  be  accounted  for  fixim  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  strong  temptation.  The  apostle  Paul  would 
have  said,  that  such  a  man  ‘^is  proud,  knowing  no¬ 
things  but  doling  about  question^  and  strifes  of  Nvords, 
Svlitl-eof  cometh  env)f,  strife,  railings,  evil  siirmisings,” 
&c.  To  these  great  authorities  wfc  Hriost -cordially  bow; 
and  therefore  add  nothing  further,  in  proof  of  the  posi¬ 
tion,  but  the  declared  judgment  of  the  Westminster 
Assembly,  v/ho  say  in  their  Confession  (chap.  xxv.  sec. 

2  and  4)  that ‘‘the  visible  church,  which  is  alsoGatbc- 

lic — - consists  of  all  those  throughout  the  worl.d 

that  profess  the  true  religion?’*  And  that  “particular 
churches,  which  are  members  thereof,  are  more  or  less 
pure,  according  as  the  doctrine  of  the*gospel  is  taught 
and  embraced,  ordinances  administered,  and  public . 
W’orship  performed  more  or  less  purely  in  them.** 
Such  then  was  the  view  of  Owen;  such  the  view  of  the 
reverend  assembly  which  sat  in  the  age  of  Dr.  Owen. 
A  list  ot  the  most  irnportant  sects  into  wiiicii  the  Eng¬ 
lish  chuiches  were  at  that  time  divided,  is  given  in  the 
first  quotation.  And  if  it  shall  be  said,  that  the  secia- 
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ries  then!\Terc  kr  less  corrupt  than  those  atnon^  us,  and 
their  subjects  of  contention  far  more  frivolous;  if  this 
shall-  be  said  in  order  to  justify  a  refusal  to  recogivize 
the  modern  sections  of  the’  church  as  Christian — -we 
have  only  to^eny  the  fact;  and  to  say  with  Dr.  Owen, 
from  a  sermon  already  quoted,  ‘^you  seldom  sec  a  man 
take  up  a  bye-opinion,  but  he  instantly  lays  more 
weiffht  upon  it  than  upon  all  rdi|i;;ion  besides.  If  that 
be  not  enthroned^  be  it  a  matter  of  never  so  small  im¬ 
portance,  he  scarce  cares  what  becomes  of  all  other 
truths  which  he  doth  .embrace.”-  And  in  this  way  we 
may  fairly  account  for  the  superlative  importance  that 
^  each  man,  and. each  sect,  is  in  the  habit  of  attaching  to 
the  error,  real  or  supposed,  which  they  are  in  the  h?,.- 
bit  of  confronting.  But  away  with  this  shameful  con¬ 
troversy.  “That  which  holds  the  head^^  says  Dr,  Ow¬ 
en,  ^^that  is  the  church;  that  which'  cloth  not  so,  is  no 
church  at  all.”  And  if  in  the  application  of  this  plain 
rule,  a  man  cannot  find  out  to  what  denomination  l;c 
may  extend  hisTellowship,  they  will  certainly  lose  lit¬ 
tle  by, his  missing  the  discovery. 

Two  points  then  have  been  sufficiently  ascertained: 
.1st.  That  all  the  communion  of  the  members  of  Christ 
is.founded  upon  the  fact  of  their  constituting  one  body; 
and,  therefore,  that  this  communion  should  of  right  be 
extended,  “as  God'  ofFe.eth  opportunity,”  to  all  who 
afford  evidence— ordinary  evidence  of  tlicif  being 
of  the  body;  And-  2dly.  That  the  members  of  Christ 
are  to  be  found  in  various  denoininalions,  and  are  not 
confined  to  OUR  O^^VN,  whatever  that  be.  It  fol¬ 
lows,  as  a  coiisequenci'y  that  the  communion  of  saints 
is  not  to  be  restricted  to  a  single  denomination,  but  to 
be  extended  to  ‘^all  those  who  in  every  place  call  upon 
the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus,”  to  whatever  party  they 
may  be  more  immediately  attached;  provided  only,  vhat 
it  be  done  to'  edification.  This  conclusion,  Ito.vevcr 
consonant  to  scripture  and  the  standards  of  almost  all 
the  Presbyterian  churches  (and,  for  ought  we  knov/y 
of  alt  them),  is  nevertheless  known  to  be  at  war  with 
modern  practice.  It  cannot  therefore  be  wondered  at, 
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that  It  should  be  at  war  with  the  peoples’  prejudices; 
and  that  multitudes  of  objections  should  be  urged  a- 
gainst  it.  To  the  nest  iiDposing  of  those  objections  it 
will  be  doubtless  proper  to  attend;  Not,  however,  at 
present.  They  must  be  reserved  for  discussion  in  a 
future  number.  Probably  the  most  formidable  and  ge¬ 
neral  opposition  that  has  been  raised  to  the  principles 
above  defended,  is  to  be  ascribed  to  the  very  common 
apprehension  of  their  novelty.  It  looks  like  a  leaving- 
of  the  “p;ood  old  way,”  and  treading  unexplored  paths; 
or  a:t  least  paths  that  have  not  been  explored  until  late¬ 
ly,  and  th»at  hy  a  people  wdm  it  is  generally  k’nowm  flung 
open  tlicir  gates  to  every  kind  of  error  and  abomina¬ 
tion,  at  the  very  same  time  that  they  left  them  open  to 
a  pvomiscuous  communion.  Tiiat  such  Aa.s  been  the  fact 
in  our  quarter  of  the  w'orld,  is  beyond  a  doubt.  But  it  is  a 
mistake  to  imagine  that  false  doctrine  wUl  nectssarily 
attend  the  practice  of  a  mixed  communion:  and  it  is  yet 
a  more  palpable  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  party  al¬ 
luded  to. were  the  ^rst  who  practised  it.  We  plead 
for  no  extention  of  it  to  the  members  of  churches  tfiat 
do  not  ‘‘hold  the  head;”  unless  their  individual  title  be 
individually  made  out:  we  plead  for  it,  not  as  a  novel 
practice,  but  as  alike  the  doctrine  and  the  practice  of 
the  church  during  all  her  best  and  purest  ages;  as  the 
doctrine  and  practice  of  the  Westminster  fathers,  and 
W estminster  age;  as  a  doctrine  and  practice  that  have 
only  been  lost  during  the  squabbles  and  darkness  of  far 
later  times.  And  with  the  proof  of  this  point  w  e  shall 
close  our  present  number.  -  . 

That  such  was  really  the  doctrine  of  Westminster 
divines,  must,  we  think,  appear  to  everv  person  who 
does  not  suffer  his  juclgmt  nt  to  be  warped  in  con¬ 
struing  the  language  of  their  confessiom  They  tell 
us  that  the  visible  church  Catholic  consists  of  partic¬ 
ular  churches,  some  more  and  some  less  pure  in  doc¬ 
trine,  ordinances  and  worship,  (chap,  xxv.)  Now, 
undfiubtedly  these  ‘‘particular  churches,”  more  or 
less  pure,  consisted  of  “saints  by  profession.**  And- 
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th'^y  \n  iht  ir  chapter  on  the  eommunlon  of 

saints,  that  by  firojchsion  are  bound  to  main¬ 

tain  an  hcrly  fellowship  and  communion  in^the  worship 
of  God,**  &c.  They  also  tell  us,  that  this  commu- 
ijion  “is  to  be  extended  unto  all  those  who  in  every 
^place  call  upon  the  name  dt  the  Lord  Jesus.**  And 
the  ground  of  such  communion  with  is  sta¬ 

ted  in  the  first  section  of  that  chapter.  They  are  the 
same  that  were  shevyn  in  the  beginning  of  this  num¬ 
ber  fo  be  the  scri/itural  grouiuil^:  i.  e.  that  all  saints 
are  united  to  jesiis  Christ  thew>hcad;  have  fellowship 
with  him  in  his  graces,  suficrings,  &c.  ‘‘•and  being  u- 
hited  to  one  ajiother  in  love,  they  have  communion  in 
each  others  gifts  and  grace  s,  and  are  obliged  to  the 
performance  of  such  duties,  public  and  pri'*ate,  as  do 
conduce  to  their  mutual  good,  both  in  the  inward 
and  outward  man.*^  It  will  douhtles  require  great 
expermess  to  work  this  into  a  consisiercy  wivh  the 
ducirin**,  that  communion  of  saints  (or  chrisdan  rerz- 
munion!^  is  to  be  restricted  to  what  Dr.  Ov/cn  calls 
a  p.iriiciilar  persuasion. 

But  let  us  hear  the  Savoy  divines,  let  us  hear  Dr. 
Owen  express  his  opinion. of  the  seniimciu  intended 
to  be  conveyed  by  the  Westminster  Asseni  bly..  The 
Independents  havingohtained  liberty  ol  Oliver  Crom¬ 
well  to  publish  an  uniform  confession  ol  their  taith> 
met  for  this  purpose  at  the  Savoy,  on  the  12th  oi  Oc¬ 
tober,  1658;  which  •  was, onlv^ten  years  und  eight 
months'after  the  Westminster  Assembly  had  conclu¬ 
ded  their  labours#  At  the  head  of  this  meeting  were 
D  rs.  John  Owen  and  Thomas  Goodwin.  These  were 
the  most  celebrated  divines  of  the  Independent  per¬ 
suasion;  and  the  Presbyterians  of  the  day  said  that 
th^-y  managed  every  thing.  These  two,  together  with 
Philip  Nve,  Joseph  Caryl,  William  Bridp;  and 
William  f 'reenhill,  formed  the  comniiitee  by  which 
the  articles  of  their  confession  were  drafted.  No  man 


ID  Ms  senses  wiU  doubt  their  competency  to  ascef^ 
tata  the  nsitaoiog  o£  the  WestnunsteP  Assembly*!}  ar¬ 
ticle  oiv  ootnmtiuion,  when  it  is  recolleuted  that  they 
Ih  ed  at  the  very  time  of  its  being  drafted^  and  mtttn«> 
tainedi  habitual  intercourse  with  the  members;  of  that 
Assembfy.  In  fact,  two  of  this  very  cotumittee  had 
beett  members  of  the  Westminster  Assembly,  vi«; 
Dr.  Cioodwin  and  Philip  Nye.  So  aW  had  beea 
several* others  of  the  Independent  divines.  They  had, 
there  for-e,-  every  opportuni^-  of  understanding  what 
was  meant  by  the  Assembfy-s  article  on  the  ptnnt  be* 
fore  us.  Now  hear  Mr.  Neaki  their  historian,  ati.d 
himself  a-divine  of  the  Indepenthentchuioh.  ^The  Sh* 
voy  confession  proceeds  upon  the  |dan  of*  the  West- 
miiwteF'  Asssmblyi  which  made  the  work- very  easy;, 
and  in  most  place's  retains  their' words;  THey  tra 
the  world  in  their  p^face,  that  they  fully  cona^nt'tdl 
the  Westminster  conftjssimi,  for  the  substance  of  it^ 
bat  have  taken  liberty  to-  add  a  Tew  things,  in-order 
to- obviate' some  erroneous  opinioas' that  have'been 
more  bcddly  maintained  of  late  than  in  former  times* 
They-  bavo  likewise  varied  the -method' in  Some  pla* 
oes,  and  have  here -and- there  expressed  themselves 
more-  clearly^  as  they  found-  oceasioa/*'  Mr.  Neale 
goes^oB- to-fell  us  that  they  rejected,  as  mi^t  be  ex¬ 
pected^-  the  Assembly's  articles'  relative-  to-  church 
government:  but  that- -'‘upon  the  wholes  the  difibrence' 
between*  diese  two' confessions  i^  point  of  doctrine  ia 
9D  Very  small,  that -the  modem  Independents  have  ih 
»  manner  laid)  a^e  -the  'Ose  of  it  in '‘their  families.** 
Here  then  we  have  the  Savoy  Assembly's  "oWii  dfeo* 
laratipn'dfihtir  agreement  with  the  gudtiOTttt  of'  tbs 
Wfc'Stminster'jponfessibn,  except  in' point  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  ntatters  connected  with  it.  This yhey.  ata* 
Ced’io'their  preface..  TheyJ  howevetj  took  thfc  libers 
(y  qF  expressing  these  sentimems  ih’thwHiwn  wordi^ 
“ShensoWer  they  thought  it-mi^t'be  done  nadre  clears 
ly.  And,  as  h^s  been  said.  Dr;  Owtih  was  oac'of'tlvfi 
Vox.  II.  S  s 
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lix  ,who  drafted  the  articles;  and  tog»  thtr  with  Dr» ' 
Cooiwin,  was  said  to  have  managedthe  Assembly  as 
he  pleased.  So  says  tny  author,  though  he  treats  it 
as  an  aspersion,  of  the  other  venerable  men  who  sat 
with  them.  Now  hear  what  they  had  to  say  on  the 
doctrine  of  communion.  “Churches'  consisting  of 
persons  sound  in  the  faith,  and  of  good  conversation, 
ought  not  to  refuse  communion  with  each  other, 
though  they  walk  not  in  all  things  according  to  the 
same  rule  of  church  order;  and  if  they  judge  other 
churches  tp  be  true  churches  though  less  pure,  they 
may  receive  to  occasional  communion,  such  mem* 
kers  of  those  churches  as  are  credibly  testified  to  be 
godly,  and  to  live  without  offence.**  " 

...The  being  fod/^,.the  Irving  noithout  offence^  then 
'tras  in  the  judgment  of  the  Savoy  divines  the  proper 
term  of  communion,  and  whoever  bore,  this  character  - 
ought  to.be  admitted,  though  they  were  members  of 
churches  *''less  pure.**  What  sort  of  churches  they 
were,  that  Dr.  Owen  allowed  to  be  “true  churches,** 
and  the  members  of  these  ^*children'of  the  same  fa* 
ther,**  has  been  already  shewn.  The  foregoing  state¬ 
ment  needs  no  remarks.  It  sufficiently  establishes 
the  points,  that  the  Independents,  at  the  head  of  whom' 
were  such  men  as  Owen,  Goodwin,  Nye,  Caryh-Bur- 
.  roughs,  &c.  &c.  held  the  doctrine  under  considera¬ 
tion;  and  also  that  in  their  judgment  the  Westminster 
Assembly  held  and  had  declared  the  very  same.  The 
reader,  if  he  pleases,  may  examine  this  document  at 
large,  in  history  ef  the  Puritans^  Proteetorate 

f/"  CromvteUy  Anno  16SC. 

But  aa  the  great  .difficulty  seems  to  be  the  decision 
of  the  question  what  are  fundamentals  in  the  Christian 
religion;  and  as  every  sectary  is  inclined  to  make 
the  particular  point  by  which  his  church  is  distin¬ 
guished  a  fundamental;  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  put  tte 
reader  in  possession  of  another  document,  which  will 
O^rre  co  sl^w  what  was  the  opinion  of  th^e  Westmin* 


to  supp  y  an  answer  to  the  inquiry,  wnat  cnurcnres 
are  suificiently  pure  to  be  recognized  as  parts  of  the 
church  of  Christ?— In  the  year  1658)  the  English  par^ 
liament  appointed  a  committee  to  ^'nominate  certain 
divines  to  draw  up  a  catalogue  of  lundamentals,  to 
be  predated  to  the  house/*  Fourteen  divines  were 
nominated,  only  eleven  of  whom,  however,  acted. 
They  were,  “Dr.  Owen,  Dr.  CJoodwinj  Dr.  Cheynel, 
Mr.  Baxter,  Mr,  Manihall,  Mr/Reyner,  Mr.  Nye, 
Mr.  Sydrach- Simpson,  Mr.  Vines,  Mr.  Manton,  Mr. 
Jacomb.”  The  articles  presented  by  them,  and  for- 
tiSed  by  a  multitude  of  scripture  proofs,  were  as  fol¬ 
lows;  . 

“1 .  That  the  holy  scripture  is  that  rule  of  knowing 
God.  and  of  Hying  unto  him,  which  whoso  does  nOc 
believe  cannot  be  saved;  • 

^  2.  That  there  is  a  God,  who  is  the  creator,  gwer- 
nor  and  judge  of  the  world,  which  is  to  be  received 
by  faith,  and.  every  other  way -of  the  knowledge  of 
him  isr  insufficient.  - '  '  ■  - 

3.  That  this  God  w'ho  is  the  creator,  is  eternally 
distinct  from  all  creatures,  in  being  and  blessedness. 

4.  That  this  God  is  one,  in  three  persons  or  sub¬ 
sistences. 

5.  That  Jesus  ChriSt  is  the  only  medhuor  between. 
God  and  mau,  without  the  knowledge  of  whom  there 
is  no  salvation. 

6.  That  this  Jesus  Christ  is  the  true  God. 

'  7.  That  this  Jesus  Christ  is  also  true  man. 

8.  That  this  Jesus  Christ  is  God  and  man  in  one 
person; 

-  9.  That  this  Jesus  Christ  is  our  redeemer,wKo  by 
paying  a  ransom,  and  bearing  our  sins,  has  made  sat¬ 
isfaction  for  them.. 

10.  .  That  this  same  Lord  Jesus  Christ  is  he  that 
was  crucified  at  Jerusalem,  and  rose  again  and  as¬ 
cended  into  heaven.  . 
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Hi.  That  this  same  Jesai  Christ,  being  the  oaly 
God  and  maii  ^io  one  .person,  remains  forever  a  dis- 
rinct  person  from  all  saints  and  angels^  notwsthstand* 
ing  their  union  and  communion  with  -hith. 

12.  That  all  men  by  nature  are  dead -in  sans  and 
trespasses;  and  no.  man  can.,be  saved  unless  he  be  bbm 
ngaiti,  repent  and  believe  • 

13.  That  we  are  justiiied  aild  saved  by  grace  and 
fiuth.in  Jesus  Christ,  and  not  by  worls.. 

14.  That  to  continue  in  any  known  sin,  np6n  what 
pretence  or  principle  Soever,  is  damnable. 

1 5. .  Ihat  God  is  to  be  worshipped  according  to  his 
own  will;  and  whosoever  shall  despise  and  forsake  all 
the  duties  of  his  worship  cannot  be  saved. 

,  16.  That  the  dead  shall  rise;  and  that  there  is  a  day 
of  judgment,  wherein  all  shall  appear,  some  to  go  in¬ 
to  everlasting  life,  and  some  into  everlasting  condem¬ 
nation.” 

Mr.  Baxter, ^who  was  one  of  the  commmittee;  says 
Aat  Dr.  Owen  worded  these' articles;  and  that  Dr. 
Goodwin  and  Messrs.  Nye  and  Simpson  were  his  as- 
;sistants-  Mv  author  remarks  that  there  were  some  o- 
ther  articles  in  addition  to  the  above;  or  at  least  that 
it  was  SQ.  said;  but  that  these  were  all  which  were 
to  be  found  in  the  printed  account  possessed  by  him, 
which  account  he  remarks  was  licensed  by  authority. 
On  this  view  of  Christian  fundamentals,  wc  need  make 
fto  remarks.  Every  Christian  reader  will  perceive  that 
they  are  really  such;  and  will  perhaps  he  surprised  to 
learn  that  some  of  the  committee  thought  them  too 
spec  fic  and  numerous  to  be  imi»)sed  as  a  list  of  Chris¬ 
tian  fuiwiamentals.  Let  the  reader  now  recollect  that 
these,  were  drawn  up  several  yeats  aftet  the  West¬ 
minster  Assembly  had  fthished  its  Work,  and  hymen 
too,  several  of  whom  had  be  n  luembers  of  that  As¬ 
sembly,  and  all  of  whom  admitted  the  soundnes  of,  its 
doctrines,  except  in  point  of  government.  For  though 
this  exhibidon  was  not  properly  a  judtaal  declaration 
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of  what  Is  to  be  consided  as  fundamental  in  Christian 
donirine,  though  it  was  drawn  up  at  the  command  of 
parliament  to  answer  their  special  purpose,  ,yet  it  is 
no  Jess  serviceable  in  pnjving  what  really  w'as  the 
judgment  of. the  \V.estminster  age  upon  that  point. 

As  a  further  proof  ,  that  the  doctrine  of  intercom¬ 
munion  was  admitted  in  ihose,days,  it  may  be  obser¬ 
ved  that  the  Westminster  Assembly  .sat,  not  as  a 
church  court,  but  as  a  council  to.  aid  parliament  in 
the  esi'ahlishment  of  a  national  religion;  For  in  those 
days  the  churches  had  not  got  clear,  of  the  ruinous  o- 
piiiion  that  every,  nation  should  hav.e  a  particular  form 
establi'^hcd  by  law,  to  the  exclusion  of  all' others. 

The  Assembly  of  course  moved  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Presbvti  rian  schemer  and  this  step  was 
likely  to  involve  Independents,  Prelalists^.  and  all  o- 
thers  in  the  p.rins  tind  penalties  of  the  civil  law.  The 
Indep.mdents  remonitrated'  against  so  harsh,  a  mea¬ 
sure,  and  plead  at  least  for  a  toleration.  A<nong  o- 
ther  things  they  agreed  that  ‘‘they  would  hold  occa¬ 
sion'd!  communion  with  the  Presbyterian  churches,  in 
baptism  and  the  Lord’s  supper,  communicating  oc¬ 
casionally  with  them,  and  n  ceiviug  their  members  to 

communion  as  occ'dsioivrequired.Their  minsters  shbilld- 

preach  for  each  othei-,  and  in  c.ises  of  difficulty  they 
wouhl  call  in  their  assistance  and  advice.”  Oidy  they 
besought  that  Presbyterianism  might  not  be  e»tal)lish- 
cd  in  such  a  manner  as  to  expose  them  and  other  de¬ 
nominations,  to  the  same' process  of  fine,  imprison¬ 
ment,  banishnment.  Sic;  &c.  ih.at  ha  !  formerly  bi-;-n 
carried  on  i>v  the  Inshops.  -JVcalt  HUt.  Purit.  Charles 
I.jinno  1 645. 

In  conformity  with  iKese  declired  principles,  the 
diu,  ches,  whether  Presbyterian,  Independent,  or  Pre- 
ladcal  acteil.  This  it  would  be  easy  to  shew  by  an 
Induction  of  particulars.  But  as  ibis  'inicie  has  been 
already  extended  to  an  unreasonable  length,. and  as 
we  profess  only'to  be  Writing  an  essay,  not  a  book^ 
'V'Olr.  tl.  *  B  s  2 


ihh  point  of  our  undertaking  Inulst  be  Waved.  Let 
it  therefore  suffice  to  mention  hi  general,  that" While 
ho  instance  can  be  found  of  a  Presbyterian,  Or  Inde¬ 
pendent  congregjitron  refuMPg  to  admits  piotts  epis- 
ccpalian,  even  at  the  time  when  the  episcopal  church 
was  persecutipg  them;  so  on  the  other  hand  there  are 
Instances  innumerable  of  pious  PresI^Herians'and  In¬ 
dependents  joining  occasionally  in  the  communion  of  * 
of  the  episcopal  churches,  when  it  might  be  done  un¬ 
der  circumstances  that  did  riot  compel  them  lb  prac¬ 
tice  any  of  those  rites  against  which  they  objected  as 
unlawful.  In  fact  this  was  a  thing  so  usual,  that  in  ilie 
year  1689,  when  the  high  church  had  regained  all 
her  power,  she  obtained  an  act  of  parliament  pro¬ 
hibiting  the  practice:  not  because  it  vvas  deehit^d  a 
breach  of  Christian  order;  hut  because  such  act  would 
enable  them  more  certainly  to'discriminate  whoSVerc 
non* conformists,  in  order  that  thry  might  g'raiify  iheir 
hate  by  proceeding  against  'them  acording  to  laW. 

Ifist.  Pur.  William  and  Mary.  ^Jfnno  ‘\6^^. 

To  therpractice  of  holding  communion  with  the 
church  of  England  in  those  days,  it  .  must,  however,  ^ 
be  acknowledged  that  a  great  portion  of  the  Puritans 
objected.  Among  them  was  Dr.  Owen, ‘who  wroite 
expressly  against  it.  But  tbe  rvasons  of  dissent  were 
not  grounded  on  the  unlawfulne^'bf  the'/nne^/r,  for 
that  we  Have  shewn  was  on  all  bands  a'dmitU'd.  The 
objections  were  solely 'dire'cted'ajga;rist‘Me  'chutch  'Of 
then  established T.y  law;  and’'vere  groun¬ 
ded  partly  upon  the  iinn>.easurable  evils  she  was  then 
inflicting  upon  dissenters  of  every  name,  excepting 
Catholics;  and  partly  upon  her  mixing  a' multitude  of 
rite's  with  all  her’ public  strvices:  in  fact,  she 
'appeared  to  be  fast  hasteningback  to  Popery,  and  was 
'murkihg  her  course  with  idolatry  and.' blood.  This 
Was  enough,  dne  w'dold'tbiilk,  for  ibstaihing 

Irom  Aer  conunttnioD. 
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We  hm^e  been  thus  p  irifcular  relative  to  the  West¬ 
minster  age,  because  it  is  generally,  and  indeed  not 
Ver'y  i  mproperly,  looked  upon  as  the  toutch -stone  of 
orthodoxy.  Du  irig  the  ages  whifch  preceded  it,  the 
.'practice  was  coftiitiOil;  the  tdrlnctflle^  so  faV  as  We  ha^*e 
learned,  was  never  called  in  question.  Though  in¬ 
deed,  it  is  .  i*ly  of  latter  ag^s  that  the  churches  h  ive 
‘  been  accustomed  to  split  themselves  up  .into  frag¬ 
ments  and  sections,  on  account  ol  difTerences  of  opin¬ 
ion.  Formerly,  they  coiild  differ  about  matters  of 
minor  consequence,  and  even  maintain  long  and  ar¬ 
duous  controversies,  without  thinking  it  needful  to 
testify  their  zeul  by  quitciiVg  their  chhreh  connexions. 
Tnis  is  an  improvement  a!m<)st  peculiar  to  these  ages 
of  the  church,  the  character  of  which  is  distingaisliecl 
in  the  revelation  of  John  by  thr  face  of  a  inan;  and  tin- 
douhtedly  thcr  -  is  too  tnuch  of  the  />ac7i  about  it.  But 
of  this,  more  hereafter. 

That  such  has  been  the  practice,  and  such  the  prin-  • 
ciplcs  of  the  church  of  Scotland,  subsequent  to  the 
W^-stminster  age,  is  very  susceptible  of  pn>of.  Were 
it  noc  so,  they  most  have  deseruul  the  principles  of 
th  ir  fathers,  to  which  they  still  prof  ss  adherence. 
We  will  however,  tax  the  patience  of  the  reader  with 
but  one  proof  upon  this  point.  .In  Mr.  Boston’s  valu^ 
able  sermon  upon  the  sih  of  .schism,  \yhich  was  level¬ 
led  against  the  originators  of  that  denomination  kviown 
^niong  us  :ts  Covenanters,* he'notices  it  as  an  cvi.lence 
of  tht^ir  schismatical  spirit,  that  they  ‘‘refuse  comma- 
iiion  vvith  us'(i.  e,  the  established  church  of  Scotland,) 
in  ordinances,  unless  it  be  at  Stjme  limits  to  serve  a 
turni”  Now,;it  is  plain,  that  had  not  the  doctrine  of 
com  n union,  as  here  defended  and  as  held  by  the  fa¬ 
thers,  been  maintained  both  i>y  these  Covenanters^ 
and  hv  the  church  obScotland,  at'that  time,  Mr.  Bos¬ 
ton  could  have  had  no  room  for  speaking  as  he  did. 
For  neither  would  these  Covenanters  have  dared  to  vi¬ 
olate  their  church  ordpr,  at  a  moment  when  they  were 
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just  taking  a  start  and  professing  great  purity;  nor 
could  the*  church. of  Scotland  hav  winked  at  their  oc- 
C^asioual  communion^  designed*,  as  is  said  above,  merely 
:to  serve  a  turn.  But  the  fact  is,  tiiat  the  principle  was 
always  recognized,  was  always  practised  upon,  even  by 
the  Scottish  churches;  and  though  objections  were  of- 
ten  made  to  it  by  some,  yet  the  opposition  never  wag 
systematited  till  after  the  Secession -churches  divided  , 
among  t!>emselves.  Before  this  period  they  were  in* 
the  habit  of  communing,  when  occasion' served,  with 
.  the  ministers  and  people  of  the  established  churcli  from 
which  they  had  seceded;  and  of  admitting  the  members 
of  the  latter  to  their  communion.  But  when  they  arm¬ 
ed  themselves  for  combat  as  Burgers  and  Anti-Bur¬ 
gers,  and  in  the  plentkude  of  their  zeal  re  fused  to  com¬ 
mune  with  one  ^noth/^.r,  they  found  theu's^lves  obliged 
to  extend  the  principle  for  consistency's  sake,  and  so 
refused  communion  with  ali  denominations.  But  even 
at  tills  day  all  their  churches  do  not  carry  out  the  prin¬ 
ciple,  but  many  of  them  both  ministers  and  people  do 
practice  occasional  communion. 

Bnt*  enough  nas  been  said  upon  tins  point.  Enough 
to  satisfy  any  unbiassed  mind  that  it  was  the  doctrine 
of  the  fathers  as  well  as  of  tlie  Apostles,  that  in. conse¬ 
quence  of  a  common  relation  to  God  the  Saviour,  chris- 
"  tians  are  bound  to  maintain  the  communion  proper  to 
his  fnembers:  and  that  they  are  called  trpon.  to  do  soj 
as  a  hand  and  filed^e  of  thrir  myntical  communion;  not 
in  testimony  of  their  agree  1*00111  in  a  scheme  of  doc¬ 
trines.  It  is,  we  repeat  ivthe  communion  of  the  Re¬ 
deemer's  members  with  himself  and  among  themscivts; 
attd  no  man  mjy  refuse  it  to  onotiier.  chrisrian  man*  no 
man  may  impose  such  terms  of  ioinmunion  as  are 
calculated  to  shutout  the  inostweak  and  ignorant  of 
his  'master’s  flock,  wit^:out  the  hazard  of  being,  judged 
for  that  offencerUie  imputation  of  wiiicb  Peter  wa9  SO 
:;tixious»to  avoicl.^ 

(  Td  dc  continued.}.  ' 


AN  ADDRESS  TO  THE  tHURCHES  VN- 
DER  THE  GARE  OF  THE  WEST-LEX- 
INGTON  PRESBYTERY. 

DE'AII  BRStfillKN, 

Permit  us  with  freedom  ahd  aflfection  to  address 
you  upon  some  things,  which  demand  your  prompt 
and  serious  attention,  as  involving  the  best  interests 
of  the  church. 

That  the  conditiou  of  religion  in  every  society 
throughout  Kentucky  is  truly  a^icting  and  discoura¬ 
ging,  mUst  be  obvious.  That  the  state  of  the, Pres¬ 
byterian  church  is  bad,and  every  day  becoming  worse, 
are  truths  against  which  it  wOuld  be  folly  to  shut  our 
eyes.  It  is  our  duty  to  lay  before  you  what  we  deem 
to  be  the  most  infiuential  causes,  which  have  led  to 
the  present  unhappy  state  of  things;  and  it  is  your  du¬ 
ty  to  hear  us  with  patience  and  in  love.  ‘ 

We  afe  sensible  that  it  is  very  difficult,  if  not  im¬ 
possible,  for  creatures-'so  iiiiperfect  as  we  all  are,  to 
act  in  concert  about  any  thing,  and  not  participate  iu 
each  other’s  f<utts  and  blunders;  therefore,  we  are 
willing  tb  suppose  that  your  ministers  have  not  been 
blameless.'-— I  hat  we  have  in  some  measure  contri¬ 
buted  to  the  degradation  of  our  churches;  and  that 
clflirity  and'huaiility,  toge'ther  with  strenuous  and  un^ 
remiting  endeavours  to  amend  our  ways,  are  duties 
incumbent  Upon  all. 

'A  ministry  may  be  both  competent  and  faithful, 
but  in  order  to  be  successful,  it  appears  to  ‘us  quite 
obvious,  that  they  must  be  able’to  devot;,  if  not  the 
whole,  a  very  large  proportion  of  their  time  to  the 
■immediate  duties  of  iheir  office.  This  appears  to  us 
to  be  a.hrst  principle,  and  of  such  magnitude  as  not 
at  any  time  to  be  departed  from,  without  protlucing 
th  c  ino.st  fatal  consequt  nces.  It  is  the  abandonment 
of  this  principle,  and  an  attempt  to  blend  together 
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the  various  qcpupations  of  life,  and  the  arduous  work 
of  preaching  the  gospel,  that  has  done  more  to  degrade 
the  office  of  the  raiiiistry  in  America,  but  especially 
in  Kentucky^,  and  to  expose  Christianity  itself  to  con¬ 
tempt,  than  any, single  cause  with  which  we  are  ac¬ 
quainted,  or  perhaps  than  all  other  causes  put  togctb 
er.  - 

We.  think  you  reason  quite  absurdly  when  you  sup 
'pose,  the  clergyman,  as  well  as  the ' physician,  the 
lawyer  or  the  politician,  may  divide  his  time  and  his 
talents  between  the  duties  of  his  office,  and  the  ordi- 
nary  pursuits  of  life.  When  we  reason  thus,  we  for¬ 
get,  or  keep  out  of  sight  the  very  natural  and  leading 
dsisiga.of  the  gospel  ministry.  We  forget  that  the 
ultimate  end  ol  all  ministerial  labours,  is  to  enlist 
naeu  s  hearts  and  adections  in' the  service  of  God;  and 
that  in  order  to  be  succes  >ful  instruments  in  doing 
this,  the  first  and  most  important  duty  of  the  minis¬ 
ter  is  to  keep  his  own  heart  in  the  work.  Now,  when 
from  necessity  or  custom  a  clcrgytnan  is  so  situated 
as  to  be  exposed  to  the  temptation  of  devoting  his 
mind  to  scholastic  speculation,  to  farming,  or  some 
scheme  of  making  money,  the  whole  work  is  in 'dan 
r  of  ' being  snared.  The  great  weakness  of  human 
nature,  the  strength  of  the  temptation,  and  past  ex 
perience,  conspire  to  induce  the  conclusion,  that  .the 
people,  instead  of  being  blessed  with-warm,  devout, 
and  lucid  exhibitions  of  divine  truth  from  the  pulpit, 
will  be  entertained  with  louse,  indigested  harangue, 
r  cold,  unintelligible  speculations.  Let  it  never  be 
forgotten,  we  repeat  it  again,  that  the  first  and  most 
mp ortanr 'duty  of  a  gospel  minister  is  to  keefi  his 
cart  in  his  work,  H  )W  is  this  to  be  done,  have  we 
any  reason  ti>  ex,)ect  it  will  .of  can  be.  done,  when  the 
daily  demands  of  a  rising  family,  and  the  most'ordi- 
ary  occupation  of  life,  are  pressing  him  on  every 
baud?  Is  it  oot  to  be  expected,  nay,  does  it  not  be- 
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^ome  his  indispensable  duty  to  cast  about  him  and  se> 
lect'  that  occupation  which  will  least  interfere  with 
his  ministerial  labours,  and  insure  bread  to  bis  chil-' 
drenf  The  painful  election  is  made.  This  man  be> 
comes  a  farmer;  that  one  betak  -s  himself  to.the  prac' 
tice  of  physic,  a  third  devotes  himself  to  the  drudg* 
ciy  of  teaching,  and  thus  the  preaching  of  the  ^osptl 
becomes  but  a  secondary  business.  .  'Fhe  man  is  still 
clothed  with,  the  .insignia  of  his  office,  buc  a  large= 
portion  of  his  heart,  and  almost  the  whole  of  his  time, 
are  alic'nated  from  the  work  of  the  ministry. 

We  knoW'  what  is  usually  said  upon  this  subject.’ 
We  are  in  plain  language  told,  that  if  ministers  were 
to  content  themselves  with  less,  and  live  in  a  more 
frugal  manner,  the  ordinary,  salaries  they  receive 
would  support'them.  Now  we  desire  to  give  to  this 
allegation  all  the  weight  it  deserves.  We  are  willing 
to  grant  that  clergymen  as  well  as  other  men  are  some* 
times  ambitious,  and  do,  in  their  mode  of  living,  too 
much  conform  to  the  world.  But  when  you  view 
with  candour  the  conduct  of  those  who  address  you, 
can  the  charge  be  fairly  made  against  them.  Wc  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  we  think  -  it  cannot.  Are  your 
ministers  extravagant  in  their  dress,  .in  their  equi¬ 
page  or  in  their  mode  of  living?  Do  they.discover  any 
great  anxiety  to  be  rich?  In  point  of  external  circum.- 
stances  and  appearance,  do  they  not  generally,  occupy 
a  station  far  inferior  to  that  in  which  common  consent 
among  the  pious,  has  placed  such  men  in  other  coun¬ 
tries?  The  fact  is,  our.  presbyte rial  records  together 
with  our  perfect  knowledge  of  the  pecuniary  transac¬ 
tions  of  every  congregation  under  our  care,  authorise 
us  to  say,  that  we  do  not  know  a  single  member  of 
our  Preslytery,  who,  if  he  had  depended  upon  hia 
stipend  alone  tor  a  support,  would  not  have  been  re¬ 
duced,  to  a  state  of  absolute  poverty  long  ere  this. 
The  original  salaries  allowed  to  your  ministers  are 
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far  too  small  £or  their  support^  even  in  that  style  of 
living  which. you- yourselves  would  deem  proper^  Now 
deduct  from  this  pittance  for  failures  in  payment,  in- 
some  instances  the  one- half,  and  in  most  instances 
the-one  third,,  and  (hen  ask  yourselves-  what  has  be¬ 
come  of  your  ministers?  Are  they  not  driven  to  the  al¬ 
ternative  of  pursuing  some  occupation  foreign  from 
the  work  of  the  ministry,  or  neglecting  those  duties 
tO' their  famiiies  most  solemnly  enjoined  hy  heaven? 

We  beseech  you  to  make  another  rtfl  action  upon 
this  subject. '  When  you  have  by  your  parsimony, 
asd  want  of  punctuality,  driven  your  minister  from 
his  study,  and  put  it  out  of  his  power  to  perform  his 
duty  to  youj.  have  you  not  taken  the  most  effectual 
steps. to  aiieMte  his  affections?  Can  he  sinrerely  love 
a  people,  who  he  sees  have  no  proper  regard  either 
to  his  interest  or  their  own  promise?  Can  be  with  a 
good  conscience  administer  the  sealing  ordinances  to 
persons  who-he  knows  are  living  in  the  violation 
the  most  obvious  gospel  precepts?  Are  you  to  ex¬ 
pect  your  minister  will  long  continue  afleotionatie, 
faithful,  or  successful,  when  he  is  pressed  with  so 
many  difficulties,  and  tossed  with  so  many  conflictr 
ing  feelings?  If  yoq  expect  all  this,  you  are  surely 
looking  lor  more  than  either  the  acknowledged  weak* 
ness  of  human  nature,  or  the  gospel  warrants.- 

Thus  it  is  obvious  your  present  practice'  produces 
many  fatal  effects.  It  has  a-direct  tendency  to  alien¬ 
ate  the  hearts,  of  your  ministers  from  their,  work,  to 
make,  them  worldly  minded,  and  to  involve  them  in 
all  the  fallacy  and  care  necessary  to  making  a  living 
by  the  ordinary  pursuits  of  life:  but-  what  is  to  be 
particularly  lamented,  it  has  the  most  direct,  tendenf 
cy  to  alienate  their  hearts  from  you,  and  sooner-  or 
later  this  last  effect  must  be  produced:-— Coldness 
and  disgust  on  the  one  pact,  must  succeedr-  to -neglect 
,  and  injustice  on  die  other. 
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Take  another  view  of  this  subject.— -Recollect  your 
present  plan  obliges  your  ministers  u>  devote  almost 
the  w  hole  of  their  time  to  pursuits  quite  foreign  from 
their  proper  business.  Now  ask  yourselres,  is  any 
man  really  adequate  t;/  the  performance'of  this  dou¬ 
ble  task?  Might  you  not,  with  just  as  much  propriety, 
demand  of  your  servant,  that  the  wojk  of  t\v^  days 
should  be  clone  in  one?  or  that  a  service,  which  re¬ 
quired  the  uniled  efforts  of  two  persons,  shoulcl  be 
performed  byont?  Is  ittc^be  expected,  that  the. same 
perr.t  n  c  in  be  a  workman  in  God's  house,  who  need- 
eth  not  to  be  ashamed,  and  a  day-labourer  upon  hi* 
farm?  Lv  not  the  thing  absolately  impossible?  and 
does  not.this  conl:lasion  irresistibly  urge  itself  upoa 
your  mjnds,  that  either  the  Gospel  ministry  must  be 
disgraced,  and  perhaps  cease  among  you,  or  your 
practice  must  change?  Although  your  conduct  would 
lead  us  to  apprtheiiri  it,  yet  we  would  hope  you  dO*' 
not  seriously  ix.  lieve,  vvith  soine  fanatics  among  us, 
that  any  man,  who  is  in  a  gracious  state,  is  ready,  and 
furni  ihed  at  any  time,  to  preach  me  Gospel  to  a  con^ 
gregation  of  sinners.  You-surclv  hav^e  iloi  forgotten,- 
that  you  have  h^^arrl  an^  Apostle,  though  inspired  to 
preach,  erv  out,  ^^Who  is  sufficient  tor  these  things?*® 
On  this  sul  ject,  we  thi’ik  we  ate  aliunflantly  aiuho- 
rised  to  draw  the  following  conclusion,  o'  which 
we  pray  God  you  may  f  :el  ihe  forcv ;  namely,  that 
whatever  chilrch  does  not  .  provide  and  chuish  aa 
enlightened,  as  well  as  a  pious  niinistrvi  >nust  even-, 
turdly  sink  in t^)  contempt.'^  This  coaclusioa  u  g's  it- 
se  f  upon  us,  when  we'see  w  lat  has  r-lrcady  .taken 
place;  but  especially  whx-n  ^v^*  refl  *ct,  that  in  all  the 
di  panments  of  human  l\o\  uu-  m-^st  r.^pi  1  uriprove- 
mtnts  are  in  khowlege,  and uaste,  -ne  daiiv  piaking. 
Non,  can  we  supposv'  th»  t  the  puipii  is  the  oniy  place» 
in  wuich  ignorance  and  absneduy  .vid  he  iohu*ated?. 
Are  our  pulpit  orators  txc.o  cciy  to  iiutJru  liic  right 
VoL.  II.  Tt 
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of  declaiming  in  a  lcose,  unli  structlve  manner?  This 
the)’  must  inevitably  do,  unlesf.  you  \vill  place  them 
in  such  circ^imstances  as  to  dcVcle  themselves  to  the 
wor)i  <  f  the  (.^osptT 

De  i.ot  iTiistake  u? — No  congregation  is  bound  to 
make  its  minister  rich — no  gootl  nian  will  require  it. 
Bill  every  congregaticn  that  has  a  pas'or^  is  hound  to 
SuppoBL  him  '  in  decency,  and  to  find  him  in  plenty. 
To  this  much  every  man,  who  devotes  himselt  to  the 
sew  ice  ol  any  pet.ple  ,has  a  right — nay,  root  e,  is  hound, 
to  demand;  antt  if  he  fails  to  <1<)  it,  he  is  guilty  of  i«- 
justice  to  himself  and  family,  as  well  as  a  desertion  of 
scriptural  ground.  • 

But  suppose  ,  a  minister,  by  a  censcientious  and 
wise  improvement  of  his  time,  were  able  to  spend  six 
days  of  the  week  in  some  secular  employment,  and 
still  acquit  himself  tolerably  well  on  the  Sal)bath-da)  ; 
are  the  labours  ol  the  pulpit  the  only  minisu-rial  du¬ 
ties?  You  very  well  know',  that  the  services  of  the 
Sabbath  form  but  a  very' small  part  of  the  pastoral 
wprk.  Your  ministers  are  to  watch  for  your  s.»uls  as 
f those  who  must  giv^e  an  account.  Can  this  be  done 
by  appearing  before  you,  once  a  week,  in  the  pulpit? 
It  cannot.  These  men  are  bound  to  preach  the  word; 
to  be  instant  in  season,  oat  of  season.  To  rebuke,  re¬ 
prove,  exhort,  with  all  long-suffering  and  doctrine: 
to  teach  publiciy;  and  from  house  to  house. 

If  they  neglect  these  things,  having  it  in  their  pow¬ 
er  to  do  them, .  the  account  will  be  required  at  their 
hands.  If  you  reduce  them  to  the  alternative  of  ei¬ 
ther  neglectitig  you,  or  neglecting  those  whom  God 
has  bound  to  them  by  ties  still  more  sacred,  remem¬ 
ber  the  account  will  be  required  at  your  hand.  This 
ought  to  be.  and  v/c  hope  will  be,  an  influential  thought 
with  you  all.  Remember  hc^w  painful  it  will  be,  up¬ 
on  a  dying  bed,  to  rcfl.  cr,  that  in  order  to  be  able  to 
add  fifty  jor  a  hundred  dollars  to  the  bequeathment  of 
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each  of  your  children,  you  have  deprived  them  of  the 
pa3to»*al  care  of  one  of  Christ’s  ministero^that  you 
aiv  aI)oht  to  leave  them  In  a. sinfaj|jind' alluring  world, 
unprincipiecl  and  uninstructed — and,  what  lA  perhaps 
still  worse,  that  y<  u  have,  by  your  negligence  and  bad 
example,  contributed  I*^'*gc  Iyto  die  destruction  of  that 
instituti  >n  upon  whic  h  the  order  and  well-being  of 
society  rest.  Such,  however,  must  be  the  Vefleciiun 
of  I  very  dying  man,  who  not  an  infidel,  and  who 
has  neglected  cheerfully  and. liberally  to  contribute  to 
the  support  of  a  regular  and  faithful^ministry,  when 
he  has  had  it  In  his  p.sweM’.  ‘  \ 

Dear  Brethren,  joii  will  beaf  r/itli  us  while  we  give 
you  our  thoughts  as  to  ilie  streii^;th  of  the  Preshyte- 
riaii  socleues  among  us.  It'has  been  so  ritenyUerated 
and  reiterated,  that  the  Presbvterian  societies  are  so 
small  and 'so  much  scattered  in  the  Westcra  Country, 
that  any  thing  like  an  adequate  support  of  the  minis¬ 
try  is  impossible;  that  the  thing  has  met  with  univer¬ 
sal  belief,  \VG  apprehend,  without  ever  I^eing  fairly 
examined.  Ajuong  ihe  congregations  under  vhe  care 
of  this  Presbytery,,  perh?;ps  there  are  but  iew\,  which, 
do  not  consist  of  twenty  families.  Ti,\e  greater  part 
of  these  families  are  in  \vhat  may  be  c:d!ed  good  cir- 
curasianccs.  'I'bey  have  farms,  and  stocks^  and  ser-- 
vanls;  and  many  of  them  have  money'at  interect.  la 
a  word,  they  are  in  a  very  prosperous  condition.  Kov/ 
the  inquiry  may  be  made  when  you  p!c:tse,  and  you 
v/ill  find  that  the  lamilies  thus  situated  do  nor,*  upon 
fin  average^  give  five  dollars  per  annum  to  the  sup* 
port  of  the  Gospel  ministry.  Is  this  any  lhif;g  liko 
an  exertion,  on  your  part,  to  have  the  Gospel  among’ 
y  You  know  it  is  not.  Suffer  us  plainhr  to  tell  you, 
It  is  a  shameful,  and  we  must  add,  a  very  sinful  aban¬ 
donment,  of  Christ  arid  his  cruise.  If  your  societies 
consisted  each  of  one 'hundred  families,  at  this  me  of' 
contributing,  you  would  not  do  more  than  '  :  a 
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very  frugal  rnhiiatc^r,  who  had  a  family,  and  should 
devote  himself  to  your  service.  Upon  this  plan^ihcu, 
it  is  evident  at  once,  that  the  thing  must  fail:  and  in¬ 
deed  it  must  fail,  lu  any  part  of?  America,  where  the 
same  parsimony  is'  ot)c;ei ved.  We  are  inclined  to 
think, -that  these  friiir  and  five. dollar  suhscriptiors  are 
more  the  effect  of  ha^iit,  ihan  for  want,  either  of  abi¬ 
lity  .or  liberality,  lu  a  country  rich  and  prosperous 
as  ours,  a  wdiit  of  abili  y  Can  never  fairly  be  plead. 
Supp*  'sifig  every  man  in  toh  rable  circiuustances  were 
to  subscribe  Uvtr.tv  dollars  per  veti: — would  it  he 
burdensome?  Would  not  every  such  man,  were  he 
and  his  family  blessed  with  the  instructions  and  ex¬ 
ample  of  a  godly  minister,  in  all  probability  be  richer, 
at  the  end  of  the  year,  ibaii  if  he  had  not  subscribed 
a  cent,  and  lltcd  without  the  (iospel?  This  result  we 
might" raiiunally  expect,  even  independent  of  the  di¬ 
vine  promise,  tltat  who  soweth  bountifully,  shall 
reap  also  bountifully.**  Thus,  when  the  thing  comes 
to.be  Iboked  at  fairly,  and  the  .ways  and  means  of 
supportin'^  thc'Gospc-l  conscientiously  sought  for,  the 
illusion  at  once  vanishes,  the  difficulties  are  all  dissi¬ 
pated,  and  every  little  society  among  us  is  furnished 
Vrith  its  own  pastor,  who  regularly  receivv,s  4  or  S50C 
per  year,  loves  his  people,  and  is  beloved  by  them, 
^giving  hifoself  wholly  to  these  things.’ 

The  parsihiony  that  has  prevailed  among  you,  re- 
lalive-to  ycur  suijscriptions,  has  given  I»irth  to  another 
most  pernicirous  practice,  namely,  that  of  placing  two 
or  thrce  dislinct  congregations  uitder  the  pastoral  care 
of  one.  man.  Sur.ely  no  mc/n  could  be  devised  belter 
calculated  to  defeat  the  very  design  of  the  ministry. 
This  ought  ncv»^r  to  be  admitted,  except  where  the 
congregations  are  so  contiguous,  as  realK  to  form  but 
one  society;  having,  fur  greater  convenience,  two 
houses  of  worship.  On  this  subject  we  lay  it  down 
as  a  first  principle,  that  a  nd.-iister,  in  order  to  the  dis- 
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charge  of  the  duties  of  a  pastor  to  any  people,  must 
reside  among  them.  As  well  might  a  parent  attempt 
to  perform  die  duties  of  a  father,  though  he  should 
reside  at  a  distance  ifrom  his  landiy;  as  a  ‘uinister  at¬ 
tempt  to  do  the  work  of  a  pastor,  while  he  resides  ten, 
fifteen,  or  twenty  miles  froin^  his  flock.  Therefore, 
this  conclusion  irresisiildy  urges  itself  upon  us:  you 
must  either  at  once  resolve  very  greatly  to  augment 
your  coniH'ibutions  to  the  ministry,  or  do  without  ef¬ 
fective  pastors/siKh  as  God  has  promised  toovynand' 
bless. 

Another  circumstance  loudly  calls  for  your  atten¬ 
tion:  it  is,  the  manner  in  which  your  ministers  are 
settled  anio  ig  you.  The  mode  in  which  vou  shall 
call  a  minisier,  is  pointed  out  in  our  form  of  church » 
government.  From  this  mode  you  h  ive  almost  uni¬ 
versally  seen  fit  to  devdate.'  We  leave  it  with  your¬ 
selves  to  saj^  whether  this  step  has  not  been  taken  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  obligation,  which  a  regular  call 
would  impose,  of  pa>  ing  the  stipulated  sum.  Oh  this 
su’nject  suffer  us  to  speak  plainly.  Do  not  shut  your 
hearts  againat  what  we  have  to' say,  nor  prejudice 
yourselves  and  neighbours  against  us,  by  saying  we 
are  pleading  our  own  cause*  We  think  vve  are  plead¬ 
ing  the  cause  of  ju«tice9  of  truth,  and  of  God.  -  ^ 

Now  ask  yoursc-lves,  if  you  can  expect  the  blessing 
of  G  )d  upon  a  connection  between  you  and  yi:)ar  min¬ 
ister,  commenced  in  fraud,  and  perpetuated  by  repeat- 
ed.acts  of  injustice?  We  generally  stand  connected 
with  you  by  <i  relation  which,  in  our  Presbyterial 
records,  is  called  a  stated  supply :  a  relation  totally* un¬ 
known  in  our. book  of  discipline,  and  one  which  gives 
the  Presbytery  a  very  slight  hold^  either  upon  you  or. 
your  ministers— so  that  mutual  duties'  may  be  ne¬ 
glected— and  the  Presbytery  hav«  little  or  no  cogni¬ 
zance  of  the  matter.  We  repeat  it  again,  can  we  x- 
pecr  the  blessing  of  God  upon  such  shuffling  as  ihisj, 
VoL.  II.  T.t2 
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in  which  it  is  hard  to  tell  who  is  most  cennira!)le;  w? 
for  nt- glecting  to  preserve  good  order,  and  claim  oih- 
just  ri^ht;  cr  you,  for  emleavourlng  to  keep  out  of 
sight  the  Scripture  duty  of  liberally, supporting  your 
m'nisters?  '  Let  us  be  Presbyterians  at  once,  or  re¬ 
nounce  the  connection.  Y'  U  excuse  yourselves  ly 
saying,  several  niinisters  have  sued  to  Presbytery  for 
a  dissolution  of  regular  unions,  which  had  been  form¬ 
ed  between  them  and  certain  congregations.  This  is 
a  fact;  but  we  wish  it  to  be  remembered,  that  this  has 
taken  place,  in  some  Instances,  because,  from  the  want 
of  punctuality  in  the  people,  the  ministers  have  been 
driven  to  the  alternanve,  either  of  starving,  or  devot¬ 
ing  themselves  to  occupatious  which  rendered  the 
punctual  discharge  of  the  paptrral  duties  impossible. 
Such  men  considered  it  criminal  to  sustiun  a  relation, 
the  duties  .of  yvhich  they  were  unable  to  perform.  In 
other  instances,  the  arrearages  npon  calls  hacl.become 
so  great,  as  to  endanger  cert;  in  persons,  who  stood 
bound  in  those  calls- for  the  whole  stipulated  sum:  a 
Sense  of  justice  demanded  a  dissolution  of  the  union, 
in  these  cases.  But  we  .wish  it  to  -be  distinctly  un¬ 
derstood,  that  in  no  instance  have  any  of  us  relin- 
tjuished  our  interest  in  those  calls,  from  any  appre¬ 
hension  that  we  had  not  the  most  ample  warrant,  from 
the  word  of  God,  to  claim,  i;  just  right,  a  full 
and  liberal  support.  '  . 

You  will  doulnless  bear  ith  us  a  few  minutes 
longi  r,  while  we  turn  your  attention  to  your  Bibles, 
which  we  hope  will  never  lo.se  their  authority  over 
your  hearts..  If^yon  can  bc_ convinced,  from  sacred 
Scripture,  that  if  is  the  duty  of  every  minister  to  de*- 
vote  himself  wholly  to  the  work,  you  will  doubtless  be 
disposed-,  not  to  withhold  from  such  a  liberal  support. 

It  is  a  fact,  certainly  of  no  small  importance,  that 
in  the  division  of  the  good  lanrl,  v/hich  was  marie  by 
»b  ‘  '-:f.Gcv'J,  no  i  orti-^h  to  tb^ 
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tribe  of  Levi.  We  find  these  very  remarkable  words 
in  Joshua  xiii.  38.  ‘^Kut  unto  the  tribe  of  Levi/* 
pjoses  gave  rio^inheritance:  The  Lord  God  of  Israel 
was  their  inheritance,  he  said  unto  them.”  And 
again,  chapt.  Xviii.  f.  ‘‘But  the  Levites  have  no  part 
among  you,  far  the  priesthood  of  the  Lord  is  their  iar 
heritanct.”  Two  ideas  press  themselves  upon  us, 
when  we  read  these  passages.  In  the  first  place,  wc 
cannot  for  a  moment  suppose  that  God,  who  is  just, 
dealt  hardly  by  the  Levites  in  this  affair,  or  that  he 
did  not  give  to  his  own  i  nmediate  servants  as  rich  an 
inheritance  as  he  gave  to  ar^y  of  the  other  trii)es.  But 
a  second  verv  impr«.ssive  idea  ip,  that  God,  by  deny¬ 
ing  the  Levites  the  least  participation  in  the  soil, 
taught  them  that  they  w^ere  not  to'  make  their  liv.ing 
in  any  oth  r  way  than  by  the  s;:'rvictrof  the  sanctuary. 
Let  it  not  be  said  that  this  was  an  Old  Tcstamein  dis¬ 
pensation,  and  that' it  is  and  ought  to  be  very  different 
in  New  Testament  times.  VVve  ih\nk  it  cannoube 
very  well  doubted,  that,  as  the  higli  priest  was  a  type 
of  Christ;  so  the  LevitCvS  were  of  Ohrkds  ministers. 
And  that  consid'erattph,  even  more  imjxriovs  than 
those  which  dtmanef^d"  the  cor.stant  service  of  the 
Jewish  priests,  opi^rau^s  to  make  it  n  cessary,  ^that 
Gospel  ministers  should  always  be  about  their  Lprd’& 
work.  '  V  . 

But  we  are  not  left  to  uiductions  of  this  kind,  o\\  a 
subject  so  imprirtant.  We  have  the  express  (ieelara-. 
tion  and  command  of  our  Lord  himself,  Luke  x.  3. 
“Go  your  ways;  behold  I  send  you  forth  as  lambs 
“  among  wolves.  4.  Carry  neither  purse,  nor  scrip,  nor 
“shoes.  7.  And’ifi  the  same  house  remain,  eaiirrg 
“and  drinking  such  things  as  they  give:  for  the  la* 
“  hourcr’is  worthy  of  his  hire.”  '  Two  things  are  es¬ 
tablished  by  this  passage;  that^  the  evanj^elist  is  to. 
Ik*  purely  an  evangelist;  and  that,  as  such,  he  is  wOr- 
tbv  of  ’jYire.  II  .‘:»r  the  ryWr* 
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suSject,  1  rim.  15  arrd  16i  ‘VMediiate  upon  these 
ifirn^s;  give  thyselt  v^holly  t6  tHem,  that  thy  profit- 
‘‘  in>5  m  ;y  appear  to  mH*  Take, heed  unto  thyself,  and 
ento  the  dc»ctrine;  continue  in  them:  for.  in  doing 
this  thou  shall  both  sat  e  thyself,  and  them  that  hear 
the;/*  I  our  divine  Lord  and  his  Apostles  had'de- 
sigheil  to  h,  ve  ?^ven  US  a  tomnrient  uponithe  abov^ 
quoteil  pars.  I  es  fron^  Joshua,  nothing  could  have  been 
said  more  p<  laiuv  nt.  Nov-  vvh  t  shall  we  say  to  these 
ihirgs,^  I!  die  order  that  (iod  has  established  in  his 
ancient  churrh,  and  th«!  express  injunctions  of  Christ 
and  his  Apostles,  n.akeit  necessary  that  ^ he  labourers 
in  Chri  vineyard  should  devote  thrrnsclves  entirely 
to  th:‘  \  incyard;  are  you  not  britaking  in  upon  God^s 
orilers,  when  you  oblige  your  ministers  to  abandon 
their  vvork,cr  starve? 

If  it  be  the  order  of  God  that  we  should  give  our 
selves  ^wholly  to  these  thili’igs,  it  follows,  as  a  necefesa 
ry  consequence, .that  we  must  be  supported.  Here 
again,  we  are  not  left  to  form  our  opinions  by  way  of 
inference  alone;  but  we  have  the  most  express  war 
rant  from  the  word  of  Goil.  Our  divine  Lord  say 
in  the  pa-sage  quoted  above,  that  Hbe  labourer  is 
worthy  of  his  hirv;’  that  is,  a  full  compensation  Tor' all 
his  laleiits,  .and  his  lab(»ilr.  v  . 

*  Tl?c  question  will  still  return  upon  us,  what  is  a  full 
compensation?  Rightly  to  understand  this  matter  is 
surely  of  gi'eat  importance.  Tiicre  is  but  one  rule  up 
on  this  subject,  and  it  is  one  every  whore  found  in 
common  life.  If  v/e  can  asc  rtain  what  is  (^e.emecl  a 
full  compensation  for  the  time  an<l  taienis  of  other  men 
similivrly  circumstanced,  thi  -  will  furnish  us  with  a  ra- 
Jtio  upon  which  we  may  proceed.  D  xide  then  upon 
tliis.pidnciple,  and  make  all. due  deductions  for  the  l.ii- 
miUty  and  frugality  which  ought  to  be  found  about 
those  who  preac  i  the  gosp?-],  remembering  at  the  s  une 
time  that  they  ire  to  have  families  wjiicn  are. to  )e 
supported.  These  priucipies  being  fairly  applied,  we. 
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leave  you  to  fonn  voiir  own  jud^nf^ent,  as  to  the  com¬ 
pensation  your  ministers  at  present  receive, 

rhe  Aposilr  Paul' is  also  very  express  upon  this 
subject;  1  Car.'ix.  13  and  14.  Do  ye  not  know,  that 
‘‘  thv^y  whi)  minister  about  holy  things  live  of  the 
things  of  the  temple?  and  they  who  wait  at  the 
‘‘  altar  a;e  partakers  with  the  altar?  Even  so  haih  the 
Lord  ordained,  that  thev  who  preach  the  Gospel 
should  live  of  the  Gospel/*  Tliis,  then,  is  the  oi'- 
dinunce  of  heaven.  .Can  we  prosper,  if  we^et  our- 
selvt.s  in  opposition  to  it?  ’ 

This,  in  (^nite  different  circumstances  from  our  Apostle, 
many  of  us  have  attempted  to  imitate  his  example;  and 
guided  bya  mistaken  zeal  or  false  delicacy, have  suffered 
all  things  least  we  should  hinder  the  gospel  of  Christ. 
Thus  matters  have  gone  on  until  some  have  supposed 
we  had  entirely  relinquished  our  claim:  others  have 
been  induced  to  believe,  that  there  is  in  reality  no 
foundation  upon  which  to  ground  any  demand  upon  the 
people  for  a  maintainance;  and  that  the  obligation  to 
support  the  gospel,  is  merely  that  of  charity.  In  this 
way  wc  have  all  contributed  our  part  to  ruin  the 
church,  and  reduce  the  ministry  to  its  present  degrad¬ 
ed  state.  Before  you  close  your  Bible,  ‘let  us  beseech 
you  to  contrast  1  Tim.  v.  8  and  18;  see  also  Gal.  vi.  6, 
and  2  Tim.  ii.  3,  4,  5,  and  6.  More  quotations  from 
scripture  on  this  subject  we  deem  quite  unnecessary. 
The  fact  is,  the  whole  scope  of  both  the  Old  and  New 
Testament  make  it  evident,  that  those  who  administer 
in  holy  things  are  to  be  a  distinct  order  of  men,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  so  supported  as  to  be  ajDle  to  de¬ 
vote  themselves  wholy  to  the  work;  and,  consequent¬ 
ly,  those  who  submit  to,  and  those  who  endure  any  vi¬ 
olation  of  this  order,  arc  both  criminal. 

Review  the  state  of  your  churches,  and  ask  your¬ 
selves,  Is  there  one  of  yuur  ministers  who  has  it  in  his 
power  to  be  a  real  pastor?  Is  there  a  congregation 
which  does  not  stand  Iiighly  chargeable  in  the  sight  of 
God? 
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Three  or  four  thinj^s  we  think  we  have  cstabHshed 
in  the  preccdinrj  remarks,  viz.  That  in  order  to  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  pastor,  the  iiieart  must  be 
in  the  w'ork — That  this  is  impossible  upon  the  present 
plan — ^Tfiat  large  portion,  if  not  the  whole  of  a  man’s 
time  must  be  devoted  to  the  ministry,  before  any  ra¬ 
tional  prospect  of  success  can  be  entertained — That  a 
minister  must  reside  among  his  people,  and  teach  from 
house  to  house — and  that. God  has  put  into,  ther hands 
of  everyjone  of  .his  ministers,  a  plain  and  sufficient  war¬ 
rant  to  authorise  him  to  claim,  as  his  right,  an  ample 
support  from  the  people.  . 

It  remains  then  with  you  to  say,’  whether  there  shall 
in  future  be  an  efficient  ministry,  and  a  re.gular  church 
in  this  country.  Proceed  but  adittlc  longer  to  violate  the 
plainest  rules  of  justice,  and  the  most  obvious  precepts 
of  God’s  word,  and  the  church  among  you  will  be  an¬ 
nihilated,  and  infidelity  or  paganism  entailed  upon  your 
children.  ' 

,  (To  be  continued.) 


SOCIETY  FOR  THE  CONVERSION  OF  THE 

JEWS. 

^Tl'iis  society  has  lately  circulated  a  paper  containing 
some  interesting  information  respecting  the  state  of 
the  Jews  in  foreign  countries,  to  which  . they  have  sub¬ 
joined  an  account  of  the  conversion  of  t  wo  Jews.  V/e 
w  ill  lay  the  first  of  these  beforeour  readers,  as  tending 
to  strengthen  the  view  we  have  been  disposed  to  take 
of  the  obligation  we  are  under  as  Christians  to  put  the 
Christian  scriptures  into  the  hands  of  the  Jews  in  the 
Hebrew  language. 

‘‘A  poor  student,  who  studied  ditinity  at  the  univer¬ 
sity  of  Leipsic,  having  occasion  to  uiKlertake  a  journey 
to  his  distant  friends,  was  in  want  of  the  necessary  mo¬ 
ney  for  tliat  purpose.  He  therefore  was  induced  to  go 
to  a  learned  Jew  to  pawn  his  Hebrew  Bible  and  GrCsik 
Testament.  The  latter  contained  the  Greek  and  Ger- 
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Tjian  text  in  opposite  coluinr.s.*  The  learned  Jcv/,  little 
as  !<e  valued  tins  liook,  was,  however,  prevailed  upon* 
to  tal^  it,  and  to  r;ivc  the  student  half  a  rix  dollar  for 
it.  During  the  absence  of  the  student  he  uiideitook  to 
read  it  throui^h,  wirh  a  view  to  confirm  his  mind  in  en¬ 
mity  against  Jesus;  to  ridicule  his  person  in  the  syna- 
goj^ucN  n.c:  to  be  belter  prepared  to  testify  his  zeal  for 
the  Je  wish  faith.  Wis  wife  an<l  children  were  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  SCO  tl'.e  beck:  he  tvas  ekterniiued  to  read  it 
alone,  as  a  sworn  enemy  of  Jesus,  and  to  discover  the 
falsehood  of  the  Christian  religion  in  all  its  parts.  As 
the  student  was  absent  for  alicut  seven  weeks,  the  Jew 
had  sufficient  leisure  to  pcrfoim  his  task.  But  as  he 
proceeded  to  rcatl,  his  suiprisc  irereased,  and  a  sacred 
CvWC  pervaded  him.  In  reading  some  impressive  pas¬ 
sages,  he  could  scar«eiy  refrain  from  exclaiming,  Ah, 
that  Jesus  were  my|Saviour!  Having  compicted  the 
reading,  he  was  astonislied  at  himself)  and  exceeding¬ 
ly  perplexed,  that,  in  spite  of  his  earnest  desire  to  find 
fuel  in  the  New  Testament  for  the' increase  of  liis^ 
burning  enmity  against  Jesus,  ha  had  discovered  no- 
thirg  of  hatred, but  on  the  contrary  much  that  is  great, 
sub’iine,  heavenly,  and  divine.  At  length  he  charged 
liimsclf  with  silly  simplicity  and  blind  folly,  and  re¬ 
solved  to  open  the  book  no  more.  In  this  resolution 
he  persisted  some  days.  But  the  consolatoiy  ajid  hea¬ 
venly  instruefions  which  lie  had  read,  and  which  left 
an  indelible  impression  oii  his  mind,  and  the  glorious 
prospect  of  iilb  eternal  w  uieh  had  opened,  before  him, 
did  not  suffer  iiim  to  rest  either  day  or  night.  Now'  he 
resolved  to  road  the  New  Testament  a  second  time,  ful¬ 
ly  determined  to  be  more  careful  in  ascertaining  that 
Jesus  and  ins  Apostles  had  justly  deserved  tiic  hatred 
Cl  all  Jews  in  all  ages.  Bi  t  again  he  was  unable  to 
c!iscover  any  thing  that  is  abtu.  d,  or  bears  the  stamp  of 
falsehood;  but  niuch  wisdon  inexpressible  coUifoiu 
fer  an  afSiett  a  nilnd,  anu  a  hop*,  of  immoi  taiity,  which 
seemed  to  j*cscue  him  from  tha»  dreadful  anxiety  witii 
which  tiiC  thougiits  of  futurity  ad  often  fiacd  him. 
Still  he  couid  not  ciiyest  himself  oi  his  prejudices,  out 
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read  the  New  Testament  a  third  time;  with  the  follcvw* 
ing  resolution:  If  I  discover  nothing  the  third  li;nc  why 
Jesus  and  bis  Apostles  and  their  doctrine  should  be 
liatcd  by  the  Jews,  I  will  become  a  Christian;  but  if 
my  wish  in  first  opening  the  book  is  now  grat’ficd,  I 
will  for  ever  detest  the  Christian  religion.  During  the 
third  reading  of  the  history  of  Jesus,’  his  doctrines  and 
promises,  he  often  could  not  refiain  from  tears;  his 
soul  was  affected  in  a  manner  w  hich  no  pen  can  de- 
scribe.  Now  he  v/as  quite  overcome;  the  love  of  the 
most  holy  and  the  most  lovejy  of  the  children  of  men 
filled  his  very  soul.  Being  fully  determined  to  become 
a  Christian,' he  went  witliour  delay,  and  made  his  desire 
known  to  a*  Christian  minister.  Now  the  student  re¬ 
turned  froni  his  journey,  and  brought  the  borrowed 
money  with  interest,  to  redeem  l.is  two  book^^.  The 
Jew  asked  bimjf  he  would  sell  the  New  Te<>tament. 
The  student  was  Unwilling  to  part  with  it,  bgt  after 
some  persuasion  yielded.  ’What  do  you  demand  for  it? 
asked  the  Jew.  A  rix  dollar  will  satisfy  me,  was  the 
reply.  The  Jew  opened  a  chest,  and  laid  down  one 
hundred  Louis-d’ors.  Take  that,  said  he:  gladly  w  ill  I 
pay  more  Lf^  you  desire  it:  and  if  at  any  liine  I  can  be'  ^ 
of  use  to  you,  only  apply  to  me,  and  I  wid  be  ypfir  friend 
to  the  utmost  of  my  power.  Tae  student  was  surpris¬ 
ed,  and  supposeil  tiiat  the  Jew  made  sport  of  hiui.  But 
the  latter  related  to  him,  wnat  change  of  mind  had  been 
wrought^  in  him  by  reading  the  New  Testament,  up«r 
dbniided  him  with  setting  so  little  value  on  that  precious 
;boolc,  and  said,  Never  will  1  part  with  this  book,  and 
you  will  o^dge  mo  l)y  accepting  the  money,  i’romthat 
time  he  became  a  sincere  Christian/* 
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